REVOLUTION 
AT THE GATES 
from February to October 1917 


A Selection of Writings from 


V. I. Lenin 


~— 


Slavoj Zizek 


Introduction: Between the 
Two Revolutions 


Slavoj Zizek 


« reaction to the idea of reactualizing Lenin is, of courses an 
ic laughter, Marx is OK = today, even on Wall Street, 
ho still lo Marx the poet of commodities, whe 

< criptions of the capitalist dynamic; Marx of Culeural 

portrayed the alienation and reification of our daily lives, But 
tb ! Doesn't Lenin stand precisely: for the 

{t Marxism into practice, for the big catastrophe which left 

whole of rwentieth-century world politics, for the Real Socialist 

1 culminated in an economically inefficient dictatorship: 

1 1s among. (whatever remains of | today’s radical Lett 

suscitate the radical political project, we should lea 

sgacy behind: the ruthless focusing on the class struggle, th 

privileged form of organization, the violent revolutionary 

wer, the ensuing “dictatorship of the proletariat re all 

bie-c 6 be abandoned if the Lett is to have any 
niditions of “post-industrial” late capitalism: 

ith this apparently convincing argument is that it endorses 

the inherited image of Lenin the tionary Leader 

ing the basic co-ordinates of his thought and practice in 


ruthlessly pursued them thereafter. What if 


ttering experience of the end of an entire epoch for the 
cement, an experience which compels it to reinvent the ve 
3 of its project ~ howe was an exactly homologous 
x sth ro Leninism, Recall Lenin’s shock when, in 


1) European Social Democratic parties (with the honourable 


Russian Bolsheviks and the Serb Social Democrats} ad 


man Sucial Democrats, which rep) 
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Social Democrats in the R' 
by the Russian secret police des 


era of the military conflict thar cut the 
difficult ir was to ¢eject the notion thar on 
and to fight against the “patrioti 


many great minds (including 
tation, even if only for a coup 


This shock of 1914 was ~« 


catastrophe in which an entire world disappeared: 
bourgeois faith in progress, bur also the soxialise 
panied it, Lenin himself (the Lenin of What Js to Be Di 
under his feet — in his desperate reaction there is ne 
you sol. This moment of Verzieviflumg, this cara 

for the Leninist event, for breaking the evolu 
Second International ~ and Lenin wa nly one w 
fonly-one who articulated the Truth of the carastr 
moment of despair, the Lenin who, via a close readi 
was able to discern the unigite chance for revolution 

It is crucial to emphasize this-relevance of “high 
concrete political struggle today, when even such a 
Noam Chomsky likes to unde how unimporta 
ledge is for progressive political struggle: of wh 
philosophical a al-theoretical texts in toda’ 
neoliberal model of globalization? Is it not that we 
obvious facts (which simply k made publ 

in his numerous political texts}, oF with such an 

ity that we cannot vnvlerstand anything? If we wish 
anti-theoretical temptation, it 1s not enough to draw a 
theoretical presuppositions about freedom, pow 
abound in Chomsky’s political texts: wh ua 
how, today, perhaps for the first time in the histo 
daily experience (of biogenetics, ecology’, eybers 
compels all of us to confront basic philosophical i 
freedom and human ident $0 on. 

ke to Lenin: his Sta Revolt f 

shattering experience of 1914 ~ Lenin’s full subjec 
clear from this famous letter to Kameney writer 


‘ their : 

‘sini acre eke Rd hee oF te tail 
simaihiahe wae Soh andl to ea a 
‘opi ld sch 0 ache adnan the tree Krshegusttl 
fader pany SlgiisiN ison LLG ibe aut 

tng the Tanyoand Gh edlodal Boaedvars hake fea 
Leni’s “Apel These” Lesa wor fr kore oy 


xploiting the prevailing mood of 

iosyncratic. Bogdanoy characterized 
adman",’ and Naderhda Krups! 
dn 

el p87 


aya herself concluded: “1 am afraid 


This is the Lenin from whom we still have something 10 learn. ura, found an echo in what Lam tempted to call revolutionary micropol 
greatness of Lenin was that in this eatasteophic situat n't af incredible explosion of grass-roots democracy, of lal eens 
burg and Adomo, for whom the ultimate authentic act is the admission taking matters into their own hands. This is 
the failure which brings the truth of the situation to light. sca Wold story of Revolution, the obverse of the myth of the 
1920, asthe leader of the party of the working class with no working. class t 

(most of it being decimated in the civil war), he wen nizing a state The frst ching that stnkes today’s reader is how directly readable Lenin's 
cover the time span from February 1917, when the frst revolution abolish y im tracing ntours of the struggh ich they participate 
tsarism and installed a democ the second. revoly I fully aware of the paradox of the situation: in spring 1917, afte 
October. The opening test me (“Letter . 1 Febs sarist regime, Russia was the 
last text (the minutes of the *M ad Soviet of Workers f ization and freedom of the 
and Soldiers’ Deputies") declares the Bolshevik seizure of poster. E the situation non-transparent, thorough 
refer again to Kierkegaard: what we are allowed to perceive in these writ s his insistence on the gap which separates the “explicit” formal 
s Lenin-in-becoming: not yet “Lenin the Soviet institution”, but Len tours of the politcal seruggle bet multitude of parties and other 
the “end of history”, still able to experience the shattering impact of such but nd, and, . “all the power to the soviets", that is, th 
an authentic historical openi i he existing stare apparatus and its replacement with the new 
Lenin immediately perceived the revolutionary chan esult of unique jiastic explosion is its traces in the inertia of the social edifice 
evolution would In is stubborn - on of the gap berween 1789 and 1793 in the French 
ence'thar one shoul he next stage ~ th : he very space of Lenin’s unique intervention: the hindamen 
repeat the revolution \e majority of the sson of revolutionary materialism is that revolution must strike twice, 
endeavours to provid . be First misses is not the content, but the form 
frustrating ~ revolution ch Lenin imp vis ~ it remains stack jorm, thinking thot freedom and justic 
Indispensable as Lenin's personal intervention was, however, we should n | complished if we simply put the existing state apparatus and it 
change the story of the October Revolution into the story of the lone genius . } use. What if the “good” party wins the free 
Lenin succeeded becaus al, while bypassing the Party nomen ssi s illusion, borderi ridiculous, is Karl Kautsk 
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thesis, formu: 
stage of socialism, of the 
parliamentary coalition of h 
a perfect parallel with the 


the Church ideological hegem 


discerning the different forn 
In his 1917 writings, L 


cial Necessity (one shou 
wait for the right moment 
of historical development 


working class is not yet m 


The majority of the populatior 
would not really be democrat 

the revolutionary agent risks. the 
permission from some figure of the 
will ascertain thar the majority sup 
Lacan, the point is that the revel 
Hhould venture the revolutions 

of taking power “prematurely”, « 
the abyss of the act. That ist 

santly denounces as “opportunist 
is a position which is in itself, il 
plishing the act with the prote 


“What, then, is to be done? 


Committee 
Lenin's answer is not the 


Wen 


at the logical politi 
from capitalism 
is and proletarian p: 
modernity, i 
ch ot hi eut 
ost acerbi 
ain forms: eit 
* non Jen 
Lenin repeated 
ig Oth amize 
port the revolutio 
nd his premiss ist 
herently, false, mask 


argument made a decade ago by Rosa Luxemburg 
ho wa kective conditions of the revo 
ever = such a position of the objective observe 


nal-clemocratic critics of the second 


atic” option is itself utopian: in the concrete 
he_ourgeois-democratic has no chance « 
. © protect the truc gains of the Februar 
otherwise the tsarist reactionaries will win, 
6 pave i of temporality is that there 
» in order to learn thar they are superfluous: in th 
ses months on false mo fe “it clicks 
mula — although they retroactively appea 
rs were necessary. And does the same not go also 
neo, happened when, in his last years, Lenin 
he limitations of Bolshevik’ power? It is here that we 
«! Stalin: from Lenin’s very last writings, long. afte 
2 of his Stat Revolution, we can discern the 
realistic” project of Wolshevik power should 
nic underdevelopment and cultural backwardness 
no way for Russia to directly to 


ndards, Facts and figures reveal 
hth 


West European civilized cour We must bea 
norance from which we have not yer extricated 
ams repeatedly against any kind of dircct *implan: 
his be unde nth x ul 
purely in strictly commurist ideas in the countryside 
a fact, I should say fa must 0 os 


most harmful thing here woul! be has Politicians are \€ 


ipted for the 


His recurrent 


Against this stance of “cultural re i 
ain-Leninist notion of “building Socialism in one s ee ree pl ou 
Does this mean, then, that Lenin silently adopted the s some politicians ~ if we take what he said 5 
criticism of Bolshevik utopianism, their idea that revolut swe ages ne form of 
are raatncel? Iw here that we can observe Lenin's cefine i problems which faced Russia (peace, land distribution, ete 
Tolshevik power is to execute the tasks of the progressive bourgeois res ssion ¢ ecological threat, for instance, could be avoided by expand 
ideological framework (general education will be reall ti00 Xperience was ing thrown into & catastrophic new constellation 
erving the people, not an ideological mask for propagatiny ® hic co-ordinates proved useless, and who was thus compelled 
ois class interest, ec.). The property dialectical paradox is thus tha einvent Marxism ~ take his acerbic remark apropos. of some new 
aevery hopelessness of the Russian situation (the backwardness that Co fhout this, Marx and Engels said not a word.” The idea is not 
which can be turned into a unique advantage the pulse 1y's constellation. The retuen to Lenin aims neith 
Wht smite hors ofthe sain yt onport tic adjustment of the ok! programme to “new con: 
Furopean countre ae a eae te nevonnvenety pooh Pe 
Here we have two models, two incompatible logics, of the revolution: those pie of the long’ era of progrestivise i Stantraphe of 1914, Eri 
will explode Ww proper time” according to the necessity of thy cet 1914, the end a pen te pacaiia at cataaann 
Historical evolution; and those who are aware that revolution by meege " orn of global capitalism after the collaps 
thar emerges and has to be seized in the very detours af “normal” histor aed pal Saath 


fs that the exception (the extraordinary set of circumstam 

Russia in 1917) offers a way’ co undermine the mori its i : 

Is this line of argumentation, this fundamental stance, not more appor So what role shoukl Lenin’s personality play in our assessment of his 
wher ate and i r r ot, in fact, reducing him to a pure symbol of a 


lay? Do not we, also, 


than ever to 


apparatuses, including its political agents, are simph 
as none other than John le Carré pa 


July 1862, 


Marx designated Ferdinand Lassalle ~ co-founder of German Social Democ 


U wer, but Beet, in Collected Work 
Lenin, “Our Revolt : p 


disguised under brilliantine and che 


“the Jewish Nigger": “It is now perfectly clear to me that, as the shape « 


hie head and the growth of his hair indicate, he is descended from th 

Negroes who joined in Moses’ flight from Egypt (unless his mother « 

eetjmother on the father's side was crossed with a nigger).”"* Instead of 

ering such statements as proof of the Eurocentric bias of Marx's cheor 

whe should simply dismiss them as fundamentally irrelevant: hei 

Tosti significance is that they prevent us feom indulging im any kind of 

pesiowraphy of Marx, since they clearly reveal che ireducible gap betwee 

Maras person and his theory which, precisely, provides the tools for an 

spalysis anda criticism of such racist outbursts, And, of course, the s s 

goes for Leni: le atl hay xl the sae at Revolution at the Gates 
After the Hungarian rebellion of 1956 seas crushed by che Russian tanks, 

Georg Lukics (who participated in the Imire Nagy government) was taken 

prisoner: when a KGB officer asked him if he had a weapon, Lukas calmly 

eached into his pocket and handed over his pen.!* Does not the implication 

ofthis gesture hold even more for Lenit collected here? It ever a pe 

vas a weapon, it was the pen which wrote Lenin's 1917 text 
Arpad K i send 


Afterword: Lenin’s Choice 


Slavoj Zizek 


tom ive ia liberal democracy, there 
1 io an atric algic idolatry, an 
f or nly 1 Jemocratic political 
Jer, within the hor man rights ~ tha 1 learned 
Wha h lem lies in che further imphicie 
which can easil d by a “concrete analysis of the 
ation vis hi J have put it! “Fidelity 


he Third 


y he shatter  digitalization of 
. i is noth international 
funds tor a multidiseiplinary research project on how 
1 new forms at ef Tigi Iblem is that 
» think 
with radical L i 


ate 1960s ~ the moment we show a mini 1 in political 
projects which aim seriously to challenge th . 1 answer is 
mediately: “Benevolent as itis, this wil hly end ina ag! 
The ideological function of constant references to th ula 
ind more recent Third World catastrophes ist as the support of 
this Denkverbut by constantly reminding us how th m 


Just look around and see for yourself Wh 


of disutopiz: “not just the temporary absence of Utopia, but the politcal 
of abandoning scientife objectivity for outdated ileological This 
The Right to Truth 

The perspective ofthe critique of ideology compels us to invert Witegen 
‘What one should not speak about, thereof nor fem if 
repressed exces. The point not to tell the whole Truth bu 

append co the (offical) Whole the uneasy suppleme denounces i 
talk about capitalism, then you should Keep silent about Fascism.” Fasc 


the existence o intentalism: the perverse game of mak 
fuss when the rights of a serial killer or a suspected w minal are 
violated, while ignoring massive violations rdinary” people's rights. 


sample is Noam Chomsky’s defence ofa French book avenge 
f the pervs f Political Correctne ‘curs in Denmark wher 
ironically of the “white woman's burden”, her ethwo-polinedd 
shammaane worker om Tid Wark coi 
h a t Habermas : 

- ft The resent trend for 

ils, which present 

as lized. T n of t Ime-Warp narratives: "| 


More then ever, we 


$ chore 171 
abuse, ete posing: as a humanitarian), the ultimate act « rac n the “visible” organization as such, in the ¢ 
therefore tempted to reverse Marx's Thesis 11: the fi ke one of the hortest topics in today's “radical” American 
possibly" What can we global capital? iculturalist problematic of the colonized minorities’ “right to narrate 
ihe Aegenegat Wacoal fn short. our his tui the power mechanisins which repress “ot 
ill that of Ador ess", tl f the day, we learn that the root of postcolonial 
xploitat ance towards the Other, and, furthermore, that 
wrth don’t know ry (0 alse Hg i u Ourse ability to confront what we have repressed in and of 
tees as sence a wi do-psychoanalytic drama of the subject unable to confront 
rei ree fino on “A mr a Why pscudo-psychoanalytic? Because the teue lesson of 
Uf, today, we follow a direct call (0 act this act wil eeformed in a9 ° at there cats out there: there are other 
nite it will be an act within the hegemonic ideological co human beings who exp sexual enjoyment while we are half 
ordinates: those who “reall 0 do som 7 ple” get imporen are peopl to terrifying « Again thi 
tolerated bur even supported by the media, even if they seemingh thon of American academia is not primarily financial, itis not only that 
lerated and supported as long as they do nor get too close to a certain \eory are imperceptibly translated into the benign universe of Cultural 
ah cS i. Ata certain p jc becomes indistinguishable from the 
This kind of activity provides the perfect example of inrerpassivity:” of wous Catbank commercial in which scenes of East Asian, European, 
dining shina nde cre ws Achieve socnethicg bak tp even inhi black and Av children playing 1s accompanied by the voice-over 
Politically Correct, etc. activity fits the formula of “Lets anging this conciuing_highpo purse, the children are 
jomething all the time so that, globally, thin main she same!”. If aced by the Citibank 
standard Cultural Stud sm, they o.s0in th ay . we lay's “radical tly count on the 
thin ene piRes Histiyw a: the enemy is “th c crm stability of the American capitalist secure tenuced 
ais and state apparatuses ritical stance ay the stock market). If there is one thing they are genuinely afraid 
Balvihate repleoe nes . adical shattering of the (relatively) safe lfe-environment of th 
pa candbiasfanatse Bar th re — i unneces asses” in developed Wester sexietes. Their excessive Poitcaly 
sarily redoubles social reality as if there w tion beh rc a they are th sexism, racism, Third World 


their game straight, and are honest im their acceptan the global i It frustrated? By compl ne with 
capitalist co-ordinates ~ unlike pscud : ted them trom articulating thei 
do anything definite, he fi fies Eee eas TOBIN Hain 

which prosper in “radical” American academia. If, howeve wits mt rst a py id nemit the m be ntence 
“corporate multiculturalism”, we define “critical multiculru ¢ 69 1 sustain racist attitudes towards 
common strategies of exelu ceteoryping, and stigmatizing of N id's “respect” for the Hindus is thus unremittingly patronizing, lik 
returned to munching the chips. Fa ndermining. glob. in doen not: reside merely ia the Tact tha he nts 
transforming this tradition into one of the many options availal . rofoundly touched by a local ritual. expressed his willingness t 
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it, Niegos cruelly rebuffed him: “Why should you make a fool of you 
tgo? Isn't i Fh for us to play these silly games: 


Furthermore, what about practices like burt 


band’s death, which is part of the same Hind " 
Should we (tolerant Western multicalturalists) al pra 
Here, the tolerant multiculturalist Hi oro 
Burocentrist distinetion, a dist foreign m 
the Other is tolerated with regard ro customs which hurt n < 
moment we come up against some (for us) traumatic dimensio 
tolerance is over, In short, tolerance is tolerance af the Other im so far a 
this Other is not an “intolerant fundamentalist” — which simply means: i 
» far as itis not the real Other, Tolerance tolerance” for the 
Other, the Other in the substantial weight of its jowissance, We can see how 
this liberal tolerance reproduces the elementary “postmodee a 
having access to the object deprived of its substance: we can en 
ithout caffeine, beer without alcohol, sex without di ily conta 
right up to Vireual Reality, that is, reality itself depei ts meet ma 
substance = along the same lines, we even ge mic Oth ive 
the substance of its Otherness. 

In other words, the problem with the liberal multiculturalit i 
she is unable to maintain a true indifference towards the Oth 

this jowissance bothers them, which is why their ent . 
it at a proper distance. This indifference towards the Other's row 1 
rough absence of envy, is the key component of what Lacan call 
subjective position of a “saint”. Like the authentic ental y 
the Amish} who ate indifferent, not bothered by the sect 
Others, true believers in a (universal) Cau Saint Paul, are pointedh 
indifferent to local customs and which simply t matter. Wi 
contrast, the multiculturalist liberal is a Roetyan “tron! ys keeping 
his or her distance, always displacing. bel Others ~ ¢ 
for them, in theit place, And although they may appear (“tor themselves 
to reproach the believing Other for the particular content of his oF he 
belief, what actually (“in itself") bothers them is the form uch 
Intolerance is intolerance towards the Real of a belief. The lean fac 
behave like the proverbial husband who concedes in principle th wif 
may have a lover, only not that guy ~ that is to say, every particular Io 
is unacceptable: the tolerant liberal concedes the eve in principle 
while rejecting every determinate belict as The ultimat 


joke of multiculturalist tolerance is, of course, 


inscribed into its adding (ide 


Politically Correct ind 
for their redneck “fundamentalist ay 


define their identity ~ we do it for them, we tell 
i them; we tell them 


id what they really are. This practi 
2 they» T ctice is expanded with Politically 
n when members of an old. ethn; 
rey emis ic group, for 
desire to taste the pleasures of the “consumerist 
ety", patronizing multiculturalists tr aie 
ey" parm : ‘onvince them that they are 
rok We ideology, and that they sl sist it. This 
de can go right up to dicect interference in 
roi ference in naming itsel 
discussion in’ Minnesota 
23,0 round abl ; ‘ouple of years ago, th 
lecoed white fi wed 80 convinee their partnery to refer to 
males } "although they insisted that they 
red the old teem “Indians 


tural violence, all that uhimately matters 1 reper tof ae 
Onto an even more pointed way: OK, you can claim shy 
rc sim that 
to argue publicly that their belie 
f cove isalrcady in itself era false belle? The te 
direc w did all « r Ix r 
C8) 6 ly inadequ: cn 
} oa deeper 
be ultinate problem with the “right ta narene™ oh 


on which motivated him: 


long, these same lines, Veit Harlan, the N. spoke des r cen humans ani animals is n ical and 
ingly in t fact that Jew p . r . ormer perception of an ethical diffe ween, say 
comprehension of his detence for making The Jew Siss, cla n en, or Blacks and Whites 

American Je ally understand tion in Nazi German ceble Singer 1s not only the rather obvious fact that while 


Furthermore, the fact that the greatest plea tor tolerance i : ar ulcima h regard to oppressed and exploited human 
of cinema was made in a defence agai lerant™ at F i st” them but, above all, to empower them tc 

rate tor the Ku Klux Klan teh bout the extent tor which ~ to us cot da frce and autonomous life, What gets lost 
today’s terms ~ the signifier “tolerance” is very much a “floating” one, F is Darwinist narrativism is simply the dimension of truth, not “objective 
DW, Gritfth, Intolerance was not a way to exculp nself for th th” a tion 


uressive racist message of The Birth of ontrary, by he multitude of atives. Without a relerence t@ thi 
was smarting at what he considered “intole he mp dimers ‘ nately all remain the “apes of a cold 
which attempted to have The Hirth of a N vse of it « Mars par it an h . ven in Singer's progressive 
Black thrust. In short, when Griffith complains about “intolerance”, he cof social Darw Lenin's premiss — which today, in our era of 
much closer to today's fundamentalists decrying the *Pohitically Correct ‘ more pertinent than ever —is that universal truth 
defence of the universal rights of women as “intolerant” towards th ind parnsanship, the gesture of taking sides, ar pnly not mutual 
pecifie way of life than to today's multiculturalist assertion of differences. xclu ut cond ach other: the unwersal truth of a concrete 

‘onsequently, Lenin's legacy, t0 be reinvented toda 1 politic “ ticulated only from a thoroughly partisan position; truth 


ruth. Both liberal-political democracy and “totalicaranism a ton, ee-nided. 
polities of truth, Demoeracy, of course, 1s the a ere a f course, goes aga prevailing: daxa ‘of compromiees/et 
‘only opinions; any reference by a political agent to some ultimate truth 4s vm ath among the multit iflicting interests. If 
denounced as “ei n*. What “totalitanianist ose, how ify the eriteria of the different, aleernative, narranvization, then th 
ever, is also a mere semblance of rut arbwrrary ‘Teachi : a is thi ddorsing, in the Politically Gorrect muod 
function is simply to legitimize che pragmatic decist he Rulers." W ddicalous “narratives” lke the ones about the supeemacy of some ab 
live in the “postmodern” era, in which teuth-claims as stn i ein tic wisdom, uf disn Science as just another narrative on a 
ant expression of hidden power mechanisms — as reborn pseud Par with premodern superstitions, The Leninist answee to the postmodern 
Nietascheans like co emphasize, truth lie which is most cific smulticultur ht to narra iid thus he an anashamed assertion 
erting our will to power, The very question “L rope to truth, W the débicle of 1914, almost all the European 
some statement, is supplanted by the question “Under what power con Social- Democratic part mbed 19 war fervour and voted for miliear 
ditions can this statement be uttered ose ejection ot riot line”. in ation 
What we get instead of the universal truth is the multitude of p ” : d for che singular emergence of the truth of 
‘or ~ as it is fashionable to put it today ~ of “narraw sa results th een tion. Against the cliché accordin hich 
wo philosophers af today's global capitalism are th reat Left part, tatroducing disunit the stcial body... a 
progressives", Richard Rorty and Peter Singer ~ both are honest in tk ‘ political one: the universal lin 
radical stance. Rorty defines the basic co-ordinates: the fundamental dimen © " xperlence a fundamental solidarity, all th 

1 of a human being is the ability ro suffer, to experience pain am beca su re part of the very struggle which cuts 
humiliation — therefore, since humans are symbolic animals, che fundamen across the entire social diou's terms: universality (of 
tal right 1 the right to narrate one’s experience of ing and hus edu i kuise of such a cut, of a 
tion.!* Singer then provides the Darwinian background: “speciesism ical . dy. How did De Gaulle 
[privileging the human species) is no different from bur percep nerge as the symby 


1940, after th thar che war w 


on the Ri 


postmodern logic of “everything is a discur 


the number of gas ovens in Auschwitz, it was 
In contrast to the re 


sts (lik 


nto the supreme ineffable metaphysical Evil 


sntouchable-sacred Real, the negative of com 


own doubts: yes, the Holocaust was unigu 


would be deprived of its uniqueness... 


Materialism Rev 


Lenin's teuth is ulin 
climate of New 


of Lenin's: Materialism 


eading of quantum physies, as in Lenin's 


Lenin's distinction 


philosophical notion of matter 


nthe W 


He 
b 
aeison b 


1 the He 


heir claims 
which Hitler 
folocause 
locaust is the 
mes. Th 
he Hol 
J reveal th 
verges that if 
ays popu 
hat science 
appear”, to 
(as Lu 
»phical and 
ec f 


id precludes any intervention by philosophy into science. Howeve 
here i ny place for dialecies, for Hegel. What are Lenin's bao 
Ss? A refusal to reduce kno phenomenalist or pragmatic 
amentalism (ic, the assertion that, through scientific knowledee we 
: coupled with an insistence on the precar 
al reality only in the infinite process of approximation) 

X PPrONimati 
nd familiar? Is it not, in the Anglo-Saxon tradition of 


sition of Karl’ P he archetypal 
1-Hey ie enin and Pu Collet recall 
how letter w 1970, first published in Di per 
wrote: “Lenin’  empiriocriticnm is, in my truly 
xcellent 
This hard materialist core of Empirincrticism persists in the Philosophical 
Y 15), despite Lenin's rediscovery of Hegel ~ why? tn. his 
N nin ts struggling with the same problem as Adorno in hig 
ative dialectics”: how to combine Hegel's legacy of the critique of evers 
ann subjective mediation of all given objectivity, with th 
nimum of materialism that Adorno calls the “predominance of th 
objective”; this i Lenin still lings 10. the “theory ot reflection 
ding. to which human thought mirrors objective reality 
r are act ively, three members: (1) natures (2) human 
nan = the hun highest product of this same nature); and 
P laws, categories, ete. Man cannot comprehend = reflect 
: pl immediate totality”, he 


kevouw AY ite Gat FRWOR s se ii 
idealism: its very compulsive insistence on the independ ter pcan fahde ie Fat ln onlin iitauasce ec 
material reality outside consciousness is ta be read as a. symptom K tinormes} is that 1 aie Wiser Wed 
displacement, destined to conceal the key fact that conscious . . Nothing — everything that exists is. teithin th 
implicitly: posited as external to the reality it “reflects”. The Not 
ot retlection infinitely approaching the way things really a 
truth, betrays this idealism: what this metaphor leaves out of consideration eu fot anse ont of nathings the wni inside nothing 
is the fact that the partiality (distortion) of “subjective reflec z om he in ipertse Fi 
precisely because the subject is included in the process it rei 
precise S here is 2ilch, wuthing. Seen f 
consciousness observing the universe from the outside w the whole wrth f . . 2 i 
ot reality "the way it really is, that is, ate Me “neutral 
knowledge of 1 wld imply ea xternal h The fi material mm idealism 1s very delicate here, On 
regard to ity just as a mirror can ccf tly onl the on ieithe temp sae eh ae ia Palade 
sternal to it (so much for Lenin's theory of cognition as “mirroring f here” emertes only through being perceived by the 
‘objective reality}* The point is not that there is independe ty ou M z ner he obverye radic aston TH 
here, outside myself; the point myself ar part of thai thoroughly included in the ob cts. This ix whi 
reality.2” So the question is sa real side a counter the limitation of Lenin's “theory of reflection”: anly-a 
independent of consciousness, but whether consciousness itself ts outside x nerve from the outside would soe the wh 
and independent of reality: so, instead of Lenin's {implicitly idealist he lly is. The very notion of th le universe” thus 
afd 1 ceality as existing “out there, separated from consciousness by ts lari lai te 
layers of illusions and distortions, ar itive " e's teem his mean x 
hrough infinite approximation, we should asseet ¢ ive” kno Fie: Sesiccting ipartal pasty » inscribed into the very material 
ge of reality is impossible precisely because we (consciousness) ace ot thi 
dy part of it, in the midst of it ~ the thing thar separa This is what “there is no w 
always-already pi . — 
from objective knowledge of reality is ou tolowica HT AE lca Eek 
This, of course, in no way entails that the tracing of th isturban h brium of thi 
imc This is 
between idealism and materialism is not more crucial than ever todays bul ology between id Nagar Nain 
we should be careful t0 proceed in a truly Leninist way. disc 2 the sues ialistons eine 
hrouh the “concrete analysis of con oust ni jenial the fact that eve is aie 
of separation runs The lin aration between id material wy tha ges in the void of the absent others which condition 
ism runs even within the 6 cligion, where the singal nt of t it rive at 1 dif weary 40 conceive Of the world ag Whe 
emergence of materialism is signalled by Christ's wor 1 cra bald alin ona tres # ~ Ae heh 
sgerian ep he 
Father, why hast thou e2" — in this moment of total abandon: pérspecti neans thai world s disclosed to us within 
ment, the subject experiences ames the 1 f which arises against th . : 
nd of an impenetrable 
Other, More generally, the lin 3s the one between the “ideals rceal f Being. Every ontological d by’ definition 
Socratic-Gnostic tradition whieh claims that the teuth is with : partial, distorted, an “errance” of Being, anc idea peated 
waiting to be (reidiscovered through an inner jou tions abil 
Christian “materialist” notion that truth can eme e Ch damental lesson com: Hapchiandls Lacie ie 
raumatic encounter which shatters the subject's balan roghires poste of the comnon wndom that one shoul dacard ventenscn 
n in which we have to fight our “spontaneous” tendency appearance we theese appearsucerinwkore ee 
put the same argument in a different way: the correct materials 56 w pase the way the thi in itself” and the 
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has more weight than the thing in stself, because 1 d 

thing in question is inscribed into the network of it 

In Marxism, “commodity fetishism™ provides the co-oedinates 
commodities appear t0 subjects, and this appearance de 
jective social status; in psychoanalysis, “fan 

within which objects appear to the desiring subject, a 

ties the co-ordinates of what the subject experiences a 

In the properly Hegelian relationship between the Finite and th 
wwe should nor begin with the Finite and then proceed to as 

on to the Infinite moment we do this, the moment we st 
thus acknowledge) the Finite, we already miss the true Infinite, wh 
omething beyond the Finite, hut nothing but the lack-of-being of 
inset, its negative self-cancellation, That's the crucial point, in wh 
Badiou goes wrong when he insists ow a steict frontier between th 
and the Social (the domain of State, of histor ‘ 
namely, that society exists. Against this concession, we should er 


thesis, articulated by Laclau and Mouffe,”” that “society doe 


into its very foundations (Marx's name for the political which tra 
‘entire social body is “class struggle”), Badiou concedes too much 
aece here is the order of Being, and then goes or w 
is possible, Just as society doesa’r exist, we should { r 
imarerialist thesis that “the wo ° in Badion 
there is no order of Bein ip 
Necessity and Freedom: we ausal n 
Necessity, and then ask how a br iow Fr 
emerge. Heee we can also clea tys hi 
between materialism and idealism ~ 6 
‘constitution is idealise subjectivisin are are 
raterialism), but in the guise of the 0» c 
immanent way, the nonexist Whole, and 
idea of another noumenal dom Si nome 
From Aristotle and Aquinas, istence of 
within the world, then posits Gi ts external LimivExcep 
guarantees its ontological consistency. As a result, the formula of 
ism is not to deny the Beyond, to claim that there is only the world 
finite “real” objects, but to claim that th al” obje 

full ontologteal consistency — that fram Ox ‘onceived 

itis nothing. Again, the formula of true atheism is not “God does 


Jing 

jegclian di 

Excep 
nal encounter wit 
now the worki 
usness “spontancoush 
In quoting Kautsh 
phrase: while K 
iousness which should 
1 Kautsky which Leni 
sali Ch 
is Lenin's paraph 
ship of the sponcan 
{the same, bu 
ics proper, just the c 


De LENIN'S CHOW 133 


xistence of 


he world implies its 


Here, we should insist on the strict 


s the appearance of a hidden Essence 
iden Ground-Fssence appears int 


motheism, th 


connect the idea of truth as emerging from 


Lenin's (in)famous notion, from What Is to Bi 


roduced ini side (by Parry intelles 
is point significant change 
atsky speaks of how non-working-class intelle 
8 struggle, should introduce science (providing 
ory) to the working class, Lenin speaks of 
in intellectuals who are outside 
6 is the passage 
quc 
T le of science is wot th 
F pcialist canscioust 
he proletarian class struggle fram without andd 
nitsp i 
he working: reat, all bella 
voc There i 
tis not: for Kautsky, there is no room fe 
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struggle, from which intel 


neutral, classless, asubjective knowledge of thes 5. Fe 
the contrary, “intellectuals” the conflic 
gies (ie. the ideological class stru inevitable, (hi 
who made this point ~ from his , tof tl 
German [Wealise philosophy and the French reve t 
nsiscence, in later years, that the leadership of the Internati 
snder no circumstances be left to workers: thou 
the most numerous and best organized, they — sn contrast 
jorkers — lacked theoretical stringency.) So when Lenin m 
Knowledge that intellectuals should deliver proletariat, it 
on the exact status of this knowledge 

Lacan distinguishes four main modalities of ki 
know-how”, practical knowledge of the artisan, far 


slave) as the Master 


Plato. in Menon: the philosophy 


smphasizes, this knowledge presupposes the tran 
modern scientific knowledge, which is impersonal 
Figure of a Master, but existing in iespersonal m: 

equipment, in principle accessible to all (here th 

can put itl; and bureaucratic knowledge, which i 

ion, of “writin ling, cataloguing. all thar (shout 
Two interrelated paradoxes should be emphasized h 

knowledge and that of bureaucratic ki ize, Wher 

were amazed to learn how many complicated equation 

lve effortless! an engineer put its “The upe 

tion of the human being seems almost a 

Jemands a remarkable control to make it pra 

its point of support all at once, and the weig 

The motors controlling a le 

the ground while it bears 


topple over. When we walk, \ 
he nick of time." This complexit 
knowledge the body has to poss 


his apprentice 
sterential rel 


ig, standpoint, trying to explicate the equations 
bh Ik, that we are compelled to posit this kind 
en ithin a more “naive” approach, we simply refer 


vr his “knowledge in th 
. ternal data-processin 
ur ro translate the engaged living bodily agent's pre 
nto the activity regulated by following explicie rules, 
ratic knowledge, its pervasiveness gives birth to a certair 
fied by the French “certificat d'existence” or by strange 
rom time to time, on how (usually in Italy) some antort 
nent he feta favour from a state apparatus, 
ring to the r he 1s offically dead or nonexistent 
ler ¢ ble co claim, he must first produce official 
afirm his existence ~ is this not the burcaneratic version 
Ne A French businesswoman was recently 
se ~ as the official letter of invitati 
1 carte vitale (the French health smart card). In 
ens ater waiting er two hours, she 
1 quene and produced her card as proof that she 
c who was dealing with her said: “Bur the 
i 1s have now is no longer valid 
Hi in te by cd, and then ask for a new one!” It 
“ 1 ethics of bureaucracy, this is any example 
shiyy between these two modes of knowledge lies in the 
the obverse of each other: “knowledge in the real” stands 
k J inscribed inte a1 of the 


nl peeween the Symbolic and the Real 

ms ledge we should, of course, add the parado 

pposed) knowled choanalysis: the analyst is sty 
ret of the analysand’s desire, And undoubtedly, the 

ledge” co be introduced to the working class from the 

ent f the same nature as the (supposed; 
oanalysis. ‘The key question thus concerns the exact 

ternality: is it simp! externality of an impartial 
who, after studying, h and establishing that, in the 
g class has future ahead, decides e9 join thy 
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winning side? So when L se “The Marxian theory is omni mysel ww [about my passion, about which the Other doesn't know), 
Iecause it 19 true," everything depends on how we understand 1 am duped about the lineaments of this passion, When a married man 
here: 1s it neutral objective knowledge ° . “ nced that he no longer loves his wife, how 
subject?" (One of the consequences « of universal part ° m wr some reason (divorce; the wife's death), he 
truth concerns the stance we should adopt towards the populis R ally in a pe his desire, he breaks down. Or, even more 
We should quite “dogmatically” exclade them, rejectin when he learns thar his wife knows about the affair, and she offers 
accepting their “normalization”, their transformation into a “nore to Jet him < unable to d 
political subject-parener. In short, we should fully accey i nding documentary Thy Flue Line quotes a memorabl 
it is We, the Leftists, who should reject any dialogue, an Rightists statement by an anonymous public prosecutor: “An average prosecutor can 
who (in the present hegemony of liberal democracy, at ayply want 4 4 guilty person convicted; it takes a really good prosecutor to get an 
ne as “normal partners n a dialopux innocent person convicted.” The logic of this paradox is the same ay that of 
The key to the status of this supposed knowledge In ps ysis ist 1 mon ¢ Nazi heachmen formulated by Himmler: “It is easy to do. 
aradoxical knowledge about the Other's ki Take th ersal " ing for your country, even £0 give your life for it; true heroism, 
n Edith Wharton's The Age of Innocence, in which ti fi for wever, consists in doing the necessary dirty job for it: to kill and torture 
ats harboured an illicit passionate love for Countess Olenska, learns that f ‘ountry, to take the burden of evil on you!” That as the secrer 
his young wife knew about his sevret pavsion all the time. Pe ductive lure of ¢ n truth and goodness is boring: the only 
ould also offer a way of redeeming the untortunate film Bi bison suthen Henge #8 that of hav is, the only space for extraordinary 
County: if, at the end, the dying Frane 6 to hat her alleged hhiever ¢ found in transgressive idiosyncrasies, In short, as 
naive, down-to-earth husband knew all the time abou her beiet passionate Fernar 0a put it “IF you possess a truth, keep it to youself? 
affair with the National Geographic photographer, and how much this Why should we nor, then, in contrast to this stance, take the risk of 
meant to her, bur kept silent about it in order not to hurt her. That is the and courageously endarsing the boring ela ism acvord: 
inigma of knowledge: how is it possible that the whole psychic economy af ing.10 which Marxism is 2 “secularized religion”, with Lenin as the Messiah 
2 situation radically changes not when the hero directly le sething r y avg the proletarian st nit 1s exactly hike making a 
‘some long-repressed secret), but when hh t e " mong fully erga suse; yes, the “teuth” of 
mistakenly regarded as ignoran knew it all the time, and simply M i percepuible only to those who accomplish this leap, not to 
pretended not 0 know, #0 keep a here anything more tral ers. What the externality means here is that this teuth is none 
humiliating than the situation of a ong secret love he less universal, nor just the “point of view? of a particular historical 
affair, learns all of a sudden th, all the time, b nal” intellectuals are needed because the working class cannat 
kepr silent about i out of politeness ave for h immediately perceive sts own place within the social totality, which enables 
Apropos of Humdet, Lacan claims that the presupposition that the Other iccomplish its “mission” ~ this insight has to bye mediated through an 
esn’t know maintains the har that separates the Uncon sual clemen 
‘onscious” ~ how? In. The Age of Innocence, the hero lives under the 4 why not fin two externalities (that of the traumatic experience 
llusion that his big desire is to be with the abject of his passion: what he of the Divine Real, and that of the Party) to the third one, that of the analyst 
Joes not know (what he represses in his uaconsevous), and what he is f we are dealing with the same 
© fave whet he learns that the Other (his wate also knows, is the tact that alist obstacle: if is not possible 
he does wot really want to abandon his family and live with his beloved through seli-immersion, by 
the true object of his desire was this entire situation, im which he was ah God must intervene from 
to enjoy bis passion only in secret, It is not che object off s possible for the working class 10 
unconscious, i is the way I actually relate to i, the cond pusly ~ the Party must intervene 
| was attached t0 this object. So it ts precisely when I think that, deep inside the outside, shaking it out of its self-indulgent spontaneity; it is 


nor possible for the patient/analys alyse himselt — 
Gnostic self-immersion is no self 
tf che subject's desire. W Precise 
‘one of the three subjects y 
agent of sel: mediation s 

kernel 


historical agene which has complete and perfect insight i 
situation ~ a subject supposed w if ever there was on 
Two eyes, but the Party has thousand eyes se read 
however, makes it clear that something very diffe 
feprimanding the young Communist, the Ch thar th 
not know all, that thy Communist may be right ib 
with the predominant Party line 

hal fllow 1, ba 

he falest cn 

Do not separate yourself from u 
This means that the authorir tor 
knowledge, but that of the forn 
linked to a collective politica pout 
Chorus insists is thar ifthe young at he i 
fight for his position within the collective form of the Par 
» put it in a somewhat pathetic ang. com 
the Party needs him even mor s wther members, \ 
demands is that we ag “I in er 
collective identity: fight with hi fo hi fe 
Party line ~ just dor’ de it alone, outside the Pa 
formula of the discourse of the analyst, what is important ab 
knowledge is not its content, but the faet that if occup 
God, Analyst, Party ~ the three forms of the “subject supp. 
of che transferential objects this is whyy in all th " 
Godithe Analyst is always right wit 


ot this statement is always its negative — man is 
ral element docs not stand for objective know 
tly in the ne he Party stems 
King class 1s never “fully self”, So the ultimate 
extemality is that “adequate” class 
tancously”, that it daes not correspond 
working class; on the contrary, what is 
> of one’s svcial position, so. that 
‘ . ight out through hard work 
mologous to the one in psychoanalysis: 
again, there is no primordial W ie 
spon ‘Shuman attitude is that of je 7 
" now anything about its and, far from 
endency, the psychoanalytic treatment has to 
in terms of the apposition between iterpr 
the external agent (Party, God, Analyst) 1s not 
ter than we do ourselves”, who can providk 
What, then, is this Form? Let us take Ernst 
ve ne th niship between Nazisin 
it nly appeared 
Furthermor committed 
Js the idea that Communist a 
and that the differ Ae 
th ructtral 
“ usual liberal reactia 
th the radical Evil of Nazis 
neede Nalte’s central 
vn nnmunist threats it merel 
1 th 1» Aryans and Jews ~ th 
cre Pn bung| in the 
Nazism on to racial 


pon Commu fazism iy the Fort his change of Fox resid mas such, aot in cent encoded in this for 

mie that Nazism can be understood ont uct he thr n cay P about its onigins. Along the same lines, 
feice pene oan 73h nchins perpen aan ‘ i ‘ contrary to Richard Rorty’s readin, 

very displacement to which Nazism submits the Comp ia. mach the absence of grand all-encompassing narratives 
This nation of P ty dialectical one: F he neun a his ts Fredric Jameson's subtle description af the deadlock of the 
frame of particular contents, but the very principle of coneretion, 1 L xe between the Western New Left and the Faster Furopean di 

f Jialectical notion of Form signals precisely th ty of th jor ant i It is also here that we should introduce the key 
TiLihie peecle nse, both Marx and Freud were the es 

Renenth dither chain Kress eee {ie : nin’s de arxism split into official Soviet Marxism and 


192 « 
as designating the position 
Kautsky, Soviet Marxism 
Marwists rejected it as the 


partially, 
What Is to Be Done?, tel 
elite which enlightens the 
bf State and Revolution, 
deate, of th 


own hands, Th 
premiss ot State and Ret 
States that the State “as si 


clement of truth in this 
constellation which enabl 
from its later “Stalinist” 
tion possible (peasants di 
te) led to the *Stalini 
rayedy. Rosa Luxembut 
ended up as the ultimate i 
if the two opposed rerms: 

In the diaries of Georgi 
1 unique glimpse inte ho 
jcadres) are Our great 
Dimitroft praises the “gre 
had such a gemius as th 


with him. He even expre 
are the middle cadres 


Why did we win over Tr 
Trotsky was the most p 


Trotsky did not pay a 


un Marsists who 
J to oppose th 
ing on the Party 
working class from 


who envisioned 


xd the revolution: 
satisfaction, a wel 
Really Existing § 
Dimitroff, recently 


November 


fe knowled 
his posi 
wever, ha 
anno full 


af cadres who owed 
want Lenin dead in the 


rly 192, his demand to be given poison to end his lie after his, 
Jebilinanng stroke: if Lenin were to dic in early 1922, the question of 
would nat ¥e solved in Stalin's favour, since Stalin, as 
Sceretary, had aot yet penetrated the Party apparatus sufficiently 
ith his own appoin 1 needed another year or two, so that when 
in act ad, he would be ab int on the support of thousands 
of mid Hevel ca inated by him, to win over the great old figures of 
the Holshevik 
ould therefore stop the ridiculous game of op he Stalinist 
ne “authen nist legacy betrayed by Stalinism: “Leninism” 
thorauphly 5 The gesture of hack-projccting the emane 
» potential of Stalininm, preceding time, thus indicate 
” bility to endure th lute contradiction”, the unbearable 
ension sic tw the Stal jee In is therefore crucial te 
Aisen vn authentic care of Stalinism) from the actu 
i veld 
‘ . 
Bad nt to claim that “Brecht war tas one should, 
Jerstands Si bh vt th rid the philosophy 
dialect fer the jurisdicoan of the latter, Or, leew 
I ised atonism."" This is what Brecht’s “non: 
\ tee ultimately amounts to: a Platonist theatre in which the 
tie chat is trolled, 19 order to transmit the philosophico: 
litical T eral to it, Beechtian extrancation mteauts that 
discantiate aself from itself, so that, in this gap, 
1 obje he True is displayed”. So wher Badiou says 
. hilosophical surveillance”, we should 
f opposing some kind lont™ Brecht t0 


imism, but hecause of it, Do we really need proof? 


194 k ON AT THE G 
Towards the end of the 1930s, B wcked 
party by claiming, about the avcused in the Moscow 
nnocent they are, the more they deserve to be 8 
be taker! quite seriously, not just as pervers 
premiss is that in a concrete historical le, th 


I don’t want to dire ands bs al 
want to fead a modest and honest life") © 
world, doing nothing is not empty, it hat 
he Moscow trials, Brecht ~ while admitting th 
prosecution were not - asked hims 
how an honest and sincere Communist who ot 
Stalin’s policy of rapid industrialization ended up 
eeret services and engaging in terrorist 
His answer was “yes”, and he prope detailed 
No wonder, then, that when, on his w 
July 1983, Brecht passed « columa ¢ 
Stalinallee to crush the workers’ rebellio 


tt authenticity. For Brecht, the Soviet military inter 
Berlin workers was aimed not at the workers, but 
ements" which exploited the lissatisfact 
Jaumed that the Soviet intervention actually peevente 
Even on a personal level, Brecht al 

ne developed a line of argumentation justifying. hy 
sity of the dictatorship of a single individual 


1956 was: “Without a know! 
Stalin as the motor fof progress 
stood."* In short, instead oF reno 
halectical game of sive 
as now (in th ob 
Congress and before the Hungarian uprising 


Sealinizatic 
f we see H 
- pertorm: tw 
Gefangnis au singen” te 
. n the imprisoned 
wh 7 
pave pol 
are well 
2 will se 
Zh some & isch 
thal stuaton, 


ym having 10 confront the full pain of “de 
1 a his best, we should focus on the great German 
reel (words), Hanns Eisler (music), Erast Busch 
nvince ourselves of the authentic greatness 
s enough to listen © one of the supreme recordings 
Hanns Fisler’s Historic Recordings, with (most of 
most of the} songs performed by Busch. In what 
1 avhievent, the song *To Sing in the Prison [Im 
vm Die Mutter (Th 1), the gap between th 
ne opponent and its actual defeat is directly allud 
ker Pawel addre 
wars andy 
i and ready to do anything 
4 disappes will happen 900 
ha al this no se t0 You 
sand printing h 
have to be so afranl 
ul hand grenades 
nemy is thus preceded by symbolic breakdown, a 
he struggle is meaningless, and all the arms and 


place. Two recent examples: what dil the Shah's rep . sciousness was the philosopher of Lenin’s historical moment, alter the 
tout to in 1979, when it was confronted by Kh popular | Is he turned into the ideal Stalinist philosopher who, for that very 
Stast agents and informers to the East German Communi 
1989, when i was confronted by the growing ma : 
Feaintcs erg cver defeased tan Beto = at acer | Lenin as a Listener of Schubert 
when the “old mole” accomplishes its u fork of in 
Apart trom the sublime masterpieve “In Praise of Coninu : ‘ pvell on Lenin's alleged insensitivty t0 the universal 
Simplest, which is the most difficult ro accomplish ind key sen rs nly dd all social events through th 
The Mother is he Song ofthe P he Gown”, which begins wi w lens of the class strugtle, of “us against thems he was alsoy as a 
an ironic depiction of humanitarians aware of th alto help t insensitive t nan suifering of real individuals, In order to 
i le 7 nthe daily life of Lenin and 
poor 
Wolsheviks in 1917 andthe following. years, which, am their ver 
nay come rig 1 Tg W the evening of 24 October 1917, Lenin left his flat for th 
Au fl of el ne W asked the condu there was any fighting going om ja the town 
While we walt erg eve th he years after the October Revolution, Lenin mostly 
time 1 at, stopped by the polise and arrested lth 
Ob y re even robbed of the car and their guns by bandits posin 
August 19. J while he was talking to a 
Hveturical question is repeated apropos of bread (70K, mplaining in front of a factory he had just visite; the bleedin 
1 of demands (*, .. we seed 1 actory, and th ‘ da Keupskaya, suggested that someone should run ou 
coal anid the ore and the power in the stare”) — th o nearest groeer’s shop for a lemon... The standard meal in th 
Here Brecht is at the very opposite end of the spectrum from ( Beechove ta th ated claimed that a 
Lukics: preaisely in so far as Lukes, the “soft” European hur ved ' not attord himself ive way to. such sentiments 
and even joining the Imre Nagy government an 1 . x ing them mere proof of bis cold self-contrat and 
Stalinist cultural universe If the young Lukies of # Who among today’s eynical politicians still displays even a trace of such 


sensitivity? Is nor Lenin in this case the very opp 
Nazis who, without any difficulty, combined su 
cruelty in taking political decisions (ir is eeasonable 
Holocause architect, who, after a hard day's work 
listen to Beethoven's string quarters with his comrad 
tenin’s humanity that in contrast to this supr 

he very unpr tic unity of biel e and p 
was still extremely sensitive to the irreducible antage 
Furthermore, Iam tempted to develop » Lenn 
cultural barbarism. outstandin 

Winterreise seems te call for an antentionally 
easy to imagine German officers and soldiers listen 
he Stalingrad trenches in the cold winter at 1942 
of Winterreise evoke a unique consonance with the b 
not the whole Stalingrad campaign a gigantic W 
here a stranger, / As a stranger T depart"? Do th 
their basic experience: “Now the worl . 

n snow. / Leannot choose the time / To beg sy 
in way J ny this dacke 

Here we have the endless. meaningless march 
feet, / Even though 1 walk ot 1d snows / 1 de 
breath / Until Lean 0 pines.” The 
in the springs “I dreamed loured flower 
i May}! drearne Of meery hi 
waiting for the post: "F ada posthotr 
leap s0 high, my hear of the mocning 
loud tatters thutter / Around in weary steife. An. 
around among them.” Utterly exhausted, the soldie 
jolace of death: “I'm tired enough te deop, have t 
merciless inn, you tuen me away? J Well, a 
loyal walking staff 

What can one do an such a desperate situanor 
persistence, closing, one’s ears to che complaint of 


heavy burden of fate in a world deserted by ( 


of the high-ranking 

recall Heyd 
between ar 

Ch 

Does not the topic 
he cycle: “I came 
The road shrouded 

The way they bloom 
lery attack: “T 

ery red flames / Di 

hen, still further, 0 


oc 201 


hear what it says to me 
have no cars to iste 
Happy through the weld alan 
Facing wind and weather 
Ue there's no God wp th, 
ten we ourselves are Godt 
T 1s counterargument is that all this is merely a superficial parallel 
there 1s an echo of the atmosphere and emotions, they are in each 
nbedded i an entirely different context: in Schubert, the narrator 
wa 1und in winter hecause his heloved has abandoned him whil 
German soldiers were on the way t0 Stalingrad because of Hitler's 
military plans. It is precisely in this displacement, however, that the elemen: 
ologucal operation consists: thi or a German soldier co be able 
d tual to avoid the reference c@ concrete soxial 
mista ich would become visible through rellection (what the hell 
Joing in Ri struction did they’ bring to this country 
about killing the Jews?), and, instead, to indulge in a Romantic 
ain ate, as if the wider historical catastrophe 
fr 1 of a ejected lover. Is this not the supreme 
proot ot of Hegel's idea that emotions are abstract 
ecape ypolitical network accessible only 16 
ink 
ind f to take a further Leninist step: mn one reading of 
he M 1 just link Schubert 10 a contingent later historial 
<troph just try 10 amagine how this song cycle resonated 
. eambartled German soldiers in Stalingrad. What af the link to this 
he enables us to read what was wrong with the Sckubertian 
Romantic position itself? What if the pasition of the Romantic ¢ on 
call 1 his 0 fring and despair, elevating, them td 
2 so pervert re, is already in atself a fake one, an ideological 
asking the true trauma of the wider historical reality? We should 
© he pre jegelian yesture of projecting polit 
k ono the authentic orginal at looks at first like 
secondary dist ading twisted by contingent external circu 
ng about what che authentic original itself not only 
at, burt had the fu repressing. 


(0 the Grundrisse man 


ideo 


Does this mean that ¢ 


by detinition, ideologi 
vour during World Wa 
what Badious® calls th 


nothing wharsoever to do. wit 


the frontline trenches in Galicia, where the Aus 
the Russians, When th an sold 
Schweik runs into the no-man inn from 
fh i is Ther 
desperately and shout OW 
This is what Lenin was aiming. at an his call to 
working masses in summer 1917 to stop fight 
athless strategy to win popula rt, and 
meant the military defeat of his own court 
argument hen, spring 1917, Lev 
te to travel on a seale hrough Gi 
Switzerland 10 Sweden, Finland and then Russia 
c A the bactiee wh 

tioning as a German agent ne 
exemplified by the © : 
7 November 1942, when, in his special train ¢« 
Hitler was discussing the day's major a 

since Allied air raids had damaged the « 


ice othe bla the sing oom wh 
sea sion, Suuldenly un wed fac 
at anger he ordered the curtains drawn, plunging h 
arkness of their own bleak world 
ne is redouble on cach side experienced 
windowy apparition: for Hitle 
1 the results of his miktary adventure; for the 
n unexpected encounter with der himself. The true 


caching out to a wounded soldier. But of vourse it wa: 
inter, such an inteu > his reality, that Hitler 
cad of stretching out his hand, he ~ im panic — ordered th 
How, then, can we penetrate this harrier, and reach out 
crary tradition of elevating the face-to-face encoun 
hie uathentic war experience [see the writings of 
ho celebrated such encounters in his memoirs of the trenct 
id Way idiers often fantasize about killing, the enemy 
face. coniframeatic him sm the eyes before sta 
. her fight, this kind of mystical communi 
precisely’ ay its fake “spiritual” legitimization. One ster 
bscurantist ideology is accomplished by sublime momen 
«one which took place in the battle for Stalingeads on 
942, New Year's Eve, Russian actors and musicians visited 
to entertain che troops. The violinist Mikhail Goldstein 
© perform a one-man cone he soli 
he created drifted out theough ah he German 
ng sud In the cette quiet, the music flawed 
1 on territory, a voice broke th halen 
q violin nance is, of course, that it in fact 
stone briet sublime moment of suspension: immediately 
hooting went on. Thus this performance not only did no 
¥en sustained i ng the shared background 


of the two engaged parties. [am tempted to risk the bypothesss 
not prevent the shooting precisely because it was al and 
something much more superficial is needed ro do the job. A 
fective experience of universal humanity ~ that is, of the me 

af the conflict we are engaged in ~ can ake the form of a simple ex 


During an anti-apartheid demonstration in ¢ while 
troop of white policemen were dispersing and fem 
strarors, a policeman was running after 2 black lady, a tub icheon i 
pis hand. Unexpectedly, the lady lost « sr shoes; shatomat 
obeying his *gnod manners”, the policeman picked up the shoe 

(0 het; at this moment they exchanged glances, and both became awar 
the inanity of their sitwation ~ after such a gesture of polirenes 
handing her the fost shoe and waiting for her to put it back on, it wat 
simply impossible for the policeman to continue to run after the lady, and 
to hit her with the truncheon; s0, after politely noskling to her, he turned 
round and walked awa: The moral of this story ! 
policeman suddenly discovered his innare goodness ~ we a t 
here with a case of natural goodness prevailing over racist ideological 
taining on the contrary, in all probability the policeman's psychological 
tance was that of any other racist. What triumphed here was simply 
superficial” training in politeness 

‘When the policeman stretched out his hand in ord aes the lady h 
shoe, his gesture was more than a moment of physical contact. The wh 
policeman and the black lady literally lived in two ditfere syn 
baetier which separated the wo universes was jed for a brick 
nedinary reality. In oder to transform this magic moment of the s 

tof symbolic barriers into a more substantial achievement, bo " 


thing more is needed — like, for example, the sharing of obscene jokes. 
In ex-Yugoslavia, jokes circulated about each ethnic group, why 

tigmatized through a certain feature ~ the Montenegrins w sed 
be extremely lazy: the Bosnians were stupid: the Macedonians 
the Slovenes were mean. ... Significantly jokes waned with the r 
of ethnic tensions in the kite 1980s: none of them was heard in 1990, wh 
the hostilities erupted. Far from being simply eacist, chese jokes, especial 
those in which members of different nationalities meet ~ the “A S 

Serly anid. an Albanian ¥ ¥¢ — were one of the k 
forms of the actual ew yethood and uns 
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hanian trend when we 


the Alhanian soldier wo 


erly 


wut as the means of their 
Native Ameri: 
more primitive 


while we, from th 
‘o establish actual solidarity, the 


sechange with 


ery friendly with an Albanian 


hanians are very sensitive 10 sexual 
members (1 Twas in 
I game of 


ning 
TH screw your mothe 


rer V've finished with your sister! 


when we saw each of 
i; cach other, he just 
obscene solidarit 
# women. (Cai 


we imagine th 
with “PI 
after V've fini 


¢ classic: Levi-Straussian 


nge between women, 
and authority: the example 
ks only because there 
both 
isky 


move. If 


nd the Albanian — we wer 


The 
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authority (boss, father} insists on being teeated with prop 
ing the formal rules of authority; the exchange of obscer 
remarks has to take place behind his back. ‘Today’s b 
contrary, insists that we should treat him as a friends 
inteusive familiarity, bombarding us with sexual innuens 
share a drink or a vulgar joke all this is untended to es 


male bonding, while the relationship of authority (our 


constellation is much more claustrophobic than teaditio 


we ate deprived even of the private space of irony and 


concrete situation, we “spontaneously 


at all? The contact with the Real Other is inherent 


the Other can revert at any moment to a violent inte 
intimate space. ... The way ou of this peedicamen 

by the logic of social interaction best expressed in Hem 
pieces: in this universe, where fact reigns su wher 
‘of one’s emotions is considered the utmost vu 

most painful decisions are mad cate messay 
however, it all takes place in the guns oer 

when I blackmail my partner, [do st with a polite smile 
tea and cak Is it, then, that while a brutal direct a 
Other's kernel, a tactful dance can ceach it? In Minn 
winted out the utter ambiguity of tact clearly discerni 
respectful consideration for the other's sensitiveness, car 


There is an old anecdote about ¢wo competing shopke 
street. When the first puts up a sign saying “My grocery 
street!”, the other answers by putting up a sign saying 
best in the entire neighbourhood!" - and then it ge 


rm}, W 
t 
t 


ne“ ones, like the chain tutions Negeer — 

merican: oF i ud — bodily cba 
his replacement potentially proliferates and enhances the ver 
Cit tries hs adding insult to injury, As long as “crippled 
indelible mark of aggressivity, this mark will not only be more 


Did Lenin Love His Neighbour? 


Mes the feagile status of the frontier tha 
5 n vefrain Franin vbing into the 
hey desire, what are theie secret dreams?); # 
sntly: violates this frontier, suddenly establishing 
ian big Other is, among other things, one of the name 
nity will nor overwhelm us ~ when we talk with a 

ae time, it generates fantasies about what lurks behind it 


Hera she truth of pots: how you ee - nnermost dreams and fears to cota stangers than to those who ave lose to 
hem: phenomena hike cyberspace chat-rooms and psychoanalytic treatment 
ue desing ot with individual peycholog, bur with cata obviously r The fact that we are telling it to a str 
et espunds taf Other self, the oeutral receptacle for our secrets, Today's “shared 
particule fal sinh isariesr age in these relationships ther gainst the background of 
: a0 Tinings which, until nov 
United Seates. Hee the point of the proverbial passionate night of sex with a toral stranger, im the 
connomnie, nately the abstraction ofthe cate we", “labonr as sch ‘ at the next morning each of his or her own way 
recent f is Patrice Chéreau's Intimacy which explores this 
So, just 9s Mary deseribed how, within the mark hstraction i ¥ incingly: on the morning after a wild night of sex: with a 
Tejera aaa personal ienated This disappearance of ier between public and private means that 
sal anor emotional gratification; etc), absteact le r9 everyone in books or an websites, not the obscene secret abous 
he way. we relate ¢ «the most immed : fh we whisper in private ~ to put it in a slightly nostalgic conservative 
1 the fundamental sense of the word, reducing thee to bearer scandal lies dace shat dinle easscaisdd] ae tire 
cal functions, And nf course, is that id x! movie stars: the fake) video clip of Claudia Schiffer 
vf the late: capiralist subject is. supplante 1 if we Jook on the Internet for d ini MacPherson (the 
protecting us from the shattering experience of the Real of find sites about her outstanding ecological activity (runing. a. whale 
out this destitute beygar ~ I's si cat stand seeing. peo cent” photos o he stolen video of her masturbating and then 
ffl” Bs enate Approptia thanieyet sa f this abstrac copulating w #. And what about Catherine Milles latest book, 
than the proverbial appeal of a yuppie t ; feeling « ession ~ the details of her exuberant sexual life, up to he 
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mia Woolf weote that, around 1912, hum 
this is a much more appropriate way of descr 
status of subjectivity signalled by today’s di 
herween public and private, discernible inp 
So, in the conditions of late capitalism, our 


aabstacles which blind us to wider forms of su 


agagement is quasi-*personalized”™ (like th 
in Africa whom we support through regular 
imately, the payment here retains its fundamental 
by psychoanalysis: we give money in order to k 


proper distance indulge in ¢ 
endangering aur sate isolation from theit realit 
the truth of the discourse of victimization: a 
others (in the Third World of the homele 

sympathize at a distance. In contrast to this 

the authentic work of Love does not lie in he 
throwing him seraps of our wealth across a 
work of dismantling this barrier, of directly 

affering Othe 

Such authentic work of Love should be « 


nthe style of Guess: Wh 


the baetier and love stich a “neighbor 
African-American 
Whites 


1 Spike Lee's Da the Rig! 


nomena lik 
(i ite i 
s whid i 
ich we pereei 

nie clea 
reply syiy 
activities, E 
nancial conte 
1p the sutter 
This split 
Id learn 


r refore, the idea of © ght to he 
fact that, a short walk from the main star iy Mi 
his Danish setrleme a 
m bet i 


foreigners who ar 


To simplify: Docs the masses’ struggle for emancipation pose 
civilization as such, since civilization can theive only in a hie 


wider? Or is it that the ruling class is a parasite chreaten 
into self-destruction, so that the only alternative to socialis 
This, of course, in no way implies that the way we relate to “then 
secondary, and that we shoeld simpl he focus b he antagoni 
which splits “out” society from within; the way we r " 
third element, is the key indicator of where we actual with regard 
(0 the inherent antagonism. Is not the basic operation of today’s neo Fascist 
populism precisely to combine working-class interpellarion with racis 
pellation (“cosmopolitan multinational companies as the true ened a 
honest workers")? This is why ~ ¢ tre ple — fo 7 
Jay's Israel, “Love thy neighbour!” means “Love t ian!” or it 


most Western societies know the 


estraint”": when someone sues anothe 
talking, making unwarranted sexual advance h 

an be legally: prohibited from knowingly approa he vice 

more than a hundred yards, Necessary as this measur of the 

sbvivus reality of harassment, there is none the less somethin 

fence against the Real of the Other's desire in it: is it not , 

here is something dreadfully violent about openly «li Cn 

for another human being to this being bim or herself? Passion, by 

ion, Hurts its object; and even dalressce gladly agre 

place, he or she can never do so without a moment of awe and surprise, 0 

another variation on Hegel's dictum “Evil resides in the very gaze which 

perceives Evil all around” ~ intolerance towards the ¢ n the 

We should be especially suspicious about an obs. i! 

harassment of women when it is voiced by men: after barely scratching 

;pro-feminist” PC surface, we soon encounter the good old male-c 

myth about how women are helpless creatures who should tecte 

only from intruding men, but ultimately also from shents 1c problem 


is not that they will be unable to 


selt explos # excessiv sexual nent. Tn 
n) heels, and ordered then Hk fh al 

4 surpla y it its purest: the ect ls veil, 
cmoved the cigarette from stamps with photo portraits of blues 
‘xchange of fluids, b: makes stoking 


ORD: LENINS CHOI # 
in the acceptable anti-corporate clout, The ultimate i 1 oa a them as financially and politieal 
a 5 nellectually reigners who posed a sexual threat b 
tobacco companies have agreed to pay will go to the me nem Warts af Love: Kectce eitae I Love Your Neighbor”) of 
What makes Fred Walton's film Whe er Calls sa interest ' Ji ol ccasoni x an simple and consistent: in 
ne unexpected twist after the fist twenty minutes, which tll the standard ae pie of lve i datingished by it 
house with two children with repeated phone calls: ater he i apprehended : tr i oly in i hat yo an lve yon 
I distinctions, but preference is always related 
phone line, and that he has already killed the two children), we are thrown F cha oat bees ted to distinc 
inno bis subjective perspective. This reversal of narrative perspective di rereanauctuense of this reasoning is the erucal distinction 
clear class connoration: the frst and last parts « in take place in c self. The lov H the objet of lovey and th 
chece-on the children?” is in fact addeested at the parents), Nor only c 
the pathological hacasser¢murderer belong to the lower classes; be 18 als precisely because oe hor has nan of the excel 
Up in a desolate low-class bar, ignored by people who walk past him on th " ie lone ts determin by she objecy feneea na 
rect). This rejection also gives a clue 10 the motivation of his attack he obyests only love tenes night is deter 7 
the end of the filn’s second part (in which his narrative perspe ‘ an, uncundiwonally every mane al ah 
predominates}, we see him, hidden among dustbin ve his ma ded eevee the abst. T wine love ibe 
‘Nobody sees me! Nobody hears me! I don’t exist!” Ie 1s from th te chuut any of the more. defane a 
of subjective nonexistence that he perfornts the ast and voronits his hor ieee able only I Tove. Isnt th 
Decalogne 8: in the middle of a univers ‘ pathological love, love which woul by rh 
haggard-looking young man (a homeless drunkard?) enters the fan teal diescalncuink inn 3 nlependnt of 
student from an. African country?) says in English: “Get out?”. and sth self, not for the sake of what 
atruder leaves the room.” The icony of this scene is d rst. ht morbid: pees Jove ic pean Of this stance is bitarre ino 
neighbour to leave is a black student — rai a erie ae For Don Juan, too, 


needs her to be dead in order to articulate his mourning. in his poetry (or, et lip = her objet petit al" And | anv tempted to 


d Crawford the couple of the Federal 


fixation on the singular dead Democratic Republics th 
jerman Democratic Republic: there 


love object, the Christian, however, treats the still living. neighbour as eee 


or its very imperfection. 


ready dead, erasing his or her distinetive qualities, 


means the neighbour deprived of the annoying excess ance which ollution ~ but there is hardly’ anyone who lov 


makes him or her unbearable, So it i cl 


trying 


i explains the problems which emenge 
¢ apply the Kicrkegaardian triad of the Aesthetic, the Ethical and 
us to the domain of sexual relations: which is 


eseape trom the effort of authentic love, Lov 


about not only “tolerating” hut loving the other because 
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characteristics age. nationality, physical features), 16 thar these characte her unique. In authentic love, | love the ather not simply for being alive, but 
istics are artelevant ~ the only thing : se numerical fac ‘ourbling excess of life in him or her, Even the common 
of adding 9 new name to the list. Ir s not Don Juan a Dn ch zoe ware of this: as they say is something cold in 
properly Christan seducer, since his conquests were “pure”, noo-patholoxs cdmure it, but we fall in love with an imperfect beauty 
eal in the Kantian sense, done for the sake of it, nor because of is perfection. For Americans, at least, there is something 

The posts picierréel aay i : 


perfection? meaningtul to talk about a religious mode of erotics in the precise 
Is this love for the dead neighbour really just Kierk the sardian sense of the term? The point of Lacan ts that this, precisely, 
idiosyncrasy? On a recent visit to San Francisco, while listening co a blues he role af cour he Lady in courtly love suspends the ethical leve 
CD ina friend's apartment, [uttered the unfortunate remark: “Judging b # universal symbolic obligations, and hombards us with totally arbitrary 
he colour of her voice, the singer is definitely black. Strange, th r indeals in a way which is homologous to the religious suspension of the 
has such @ German-sounding name ~ Nina,” Of course, f was ummed Ethical: these ordeals are on a par with God ordering Abraham to slaughter 


admonished for Political Incorrectness: one should not associate se 


Isaac. And, contrary to the surface appearance, here that sacrifice 


‘ethnic identity with a physical feature or a name, because all this just bolst 


apogee: it is onl that we finally confront the Other quus 
racial clichés and prejudices, To my ensuing query about how, then. on ing that gives boxdy to the excess of enjoyment over mete pleasure 

Feaild foenfrakrae Hebouaing, Ligokdsctenr wad eadlcdl avtewes<ih Wo Sal just ike Kierkegaard’s love for the dead neighbour, this tragic vision of 
by’ mearis ‘of ‘no. patticular feature, betsiiee ceery such idencificarion courtly love 1s nor only false, but alrimately even uncheistian. In Hitchcock's 


i hee particular stead "i 
potentially oppressive in constraining « person to his oc her particu Ve © low-class Judy — who 


ident Is this not a perfect contemporary example of what Kierkegaard of her love fur Scortie, endeavours to kook and act like the high-clasa faeal 
had in mind? One should lave one’s neighbours (African-Americans, m this nd ethereal Madeleine — turns out to be Madeleine: they are the sam 
case} only in so far as they are implicitly deprived heir particular Person, since the “true” Madeleine Scottie encountered was already a fake 


characteristics ~ in short, in so far as they are treated as already dead. What y of Judy and Judy-Madeleine, however, reveals all the more 


about loving them for the unique sharp-melancholic quality of their voice lute otherness of Madeleme with regard to Judy — a 
1 the amazing libidinal combinations of their names (the leader of the ant Madeleine who is nowhere, who is present only in the guise of the ethereal 
cist movement mn France two decades ago was named Harlem Desir! aura” that envel Madeleiny 

hat isto say, for the idiosynerasy of their modes of jowissance? na strictly homologous pesture, Christianity asserts that there is nothing 
TLacan’s reame for this "iniperfection™, for the obstacle whic a ice ~ nothing but the imperceptible X that changes Christ, 
love someone, is objet petit a, the “path tie which mak rdinary man, into God. In the absolute identity of man and God, the 


Dab: LENIN'S cttonc n 
Divine isthe pore Schenr of another dimension that shines through Chest Mees etanbed 
this miserable creature. It is only here that the iconocl ra ‘ robbie scala Hat ive ea tt 
the man Christ God. In this precise sense, Christianity reverses Jew ansubstantian aatheehoncene hen sex is 
sublimation into a radical desublimation: not desublimation in the sense of mpossibleiceal comjunction of love and sexual enjoyment. 
a simple reduction of G many bu blimatior 1 seit E i joyment 

male God” (as Boris Groys pt = lly human, thereat dis 3 loe’s inauthentic 

jal property, that make him divine ‘ nile wife or the idealized inacesibe Lady), wile one 
This is why Scotte’s obsessive love for Madeleine is a fake: sf his fo | ; sa “vulgar” mistress 

were tes he should have accepted the fll identity of the common, immediate: merger, in which inte sex is supposed 
opposites, of the sublime and the ridiculous, that we find the comedy of at our love i + every sexual act has to be the proverbial 
ve = oF, as Fernando Pessoa puts it: “All I ters ar nmi The wk m 

would not be about love, they were not / comical All these four tances are wro 

There is, nevertheless, an indifference which pertains to r al conpinction of love and lesa te lere heamahin Wane ea 
difference to its object, but an indifference to the positive qualtics of the precisely be Plsioualleemsnaten et hee 
beloved object. This indiffer love is closely lint » ‘ it doesn't matter”, we can 
Lacanian “empty signifier”: of course, this is ne ly “emp re Aid paradoodeally, thi 
ware at all times that these features ar oroughly indifh Maw diner replied: 

a - Sy proof his petty-hourgeats sexual 
stand-in for ~ holds the place of ~ the s° of the signifier (of the Foy bie Uirwewientony cl the Raat ! 
ymbolic mandate) “King”. So “full mcs a ' > i pth RA Malina cic 

vsed: the very. “emptiness” of the empty signifier is sustain stramarital “A ORGS Ti ee a 
beeause [you has nice nose, attractive legs]” ts a prior: false. W with the form of symbe ae 


narked hy an inherent 
Today, it is as if the nexus of theee levels which charac 
sexuality (reproduction, sexual ph t radvally di 
duction (0 biogenetic procedur re making sex 
sdundant; sex itself is turned into recreational fang while lo 
the domain of “emotional fulfilment” la such asin 
riote precious to be reminded of thes 
two of these three dimensions can still ove , 
araphrase Brecht’s “What is a bank cabbe 
a bank?” here: what is an extramarital affait . 
declares itself publicly in the form of mar 
Ina recent book against the “excesses” of Ma nd 
ygainst the “sexual liberation” of the 1960s, The tn 
what the radicals of °68 thought abou sex. A qua 
140, Daniel Coln-Bendit wrote about hi ‘ace in a 
‘ok really feel how from the age off Is fad a 
1b make passes at me... Several tam dren open 
Sholamith Firestone went even fu h 
without the incest t cl hildren w 
r 

genital sex as they were eapabl aside 
now bell nnfeonted with these statements, Cahn-Be 
down, claiming: “This did not really happen, T only wan 

When one reads # today, i is unacceptabh 
however, still remains: how, at that time, was it possibl 
resenting sexual games with pre-school children to them 
appealing, while oday, the same “provocation” would sm 
ise to an outburst of moral disgust? After all, child sexual 


ald simply take the side of “sexual liberation*: the problem is, 

sexual lib n the style of Cohn-Bendit and hedonistic 

c ceticism are ally linked ~ the second attitude is 

h be consequent realization, wf the first one: that is to say 
snconstrained hedonism has to end up in some form of renewed asceticism 
h illy German musical from 1937, the young. Marika 
Rockk, reproached by he ‘or creating, her rich and powerful fiancé 


n 7 « im, $0 T have the right to treat him in 
mt!” There 1s some truth in this statement: far from obliging 
ecttul msidcrate” ~ all signals of cold dlistance — love 

pense with these formalities, Does this mean that 
ne-a kind of carte blanche, justifying every brutality? No, and 
rmirae love sets its own standards, so that, within a 

‘ i mediately clear when we are dealing with love and 

© are Politically Incorrect terms, which can also be uscd 


From passage a Vacte to the Act Itself 


is is al uthennic love for one's neighbour has nothing to do with 
jun: one of the key lessons of psychoanalysis concerns the hypoctis 

n, that is, the secre Schadenfrewde| one gets from 

the other's difficult predicament. Nowhere is this cleare 

r ms. In his remarkable sntervention at th 

k Kieslowski confer ICLA int April 2001, Fredric Jameson 
a ted death by drowning of a youn, 


h ould le 3s. accordiny 

some I legislation, if an author ppular fictional 

in his nacra should. be allowed 1 axe him for 

snare brilliant a6 2 is it ably misplaved: the author 

who st ever be forguver way he treats his heroines i 
Waves and Dancer ith is Lars von Tr 

hose paintul films in which itis clear from 

inning wh stc nd: in toral catastrophe, While we 

fi secreth brlieve, even ~ that something will happen 

this unbearable ending, so that, paradoxically, the final 


The story takes place in the USA in the 1960s: Selma 
sigrée who works in a textile factory, 1s gone bh 
inherited diseases she works overtime to save money for the 
would save her son fram the same predicament. Her 
whom she confides, steals the money frum her; she kills i 
10 death and executed. ... How can Se 
Her big passions are singing and musicals: att i 
Music, and the drab reality of her lit nnininonsly 
songs she imagines singing fo herself, These songs, whi 
but of the rhythmic sounds of her working environment 
the good old Marxist theories of the bieth of musi 
work rhythm), become leaner and leaner, with dim 
ompaniment, until when she is on her way to her ex 
secompaniiy 
her hesitant voive trying to linger with he a C 
adical: does Dancer velebrate the magic pow 
which allows us to survive horrifying reality, oF does ite 
an escapist fantasy which makes us passively endure social 
So how is Selma able to sustain sue i 
adopting the fetishise position, What sh? Patri 
ory ‘The Button’ tells th Sew ¥ 
night, unable to stand his s r 
1 walk through the empey streets, where he bumps i 
henar. Although the beggar is intrusive, th 
his anger and frustrations on him; after beating him sense 
tears a button off bis dirty coat and ra ir 
keeps the button in his pocket all the dime, el 
Juperstitious prop ~ whatever misery betalls him, here w 
button to remind him how ~ once, at least — he 
So he regains the ability to confront fife with new 
at his handhcapped son, ... Thi hat its pie 
clement which enables the subjee jure miserable 
the true secret of Dancer is that it narrates a case of f 
turing around the classic psychoanalytic dow 
hysteria and male |etishist) pe 1.15 it not that Sebi 
thing, even the most painful situations, ‘ 
ng — to which she clings all the time? Underlying all 


Hes 
on th 
f NKVE 


1 we si the very beginning of Eugene Onegin 
1 mew singing as they pick strawberries in a 
cerbic explanation that they are ordered to sing, by thei 


herries as they pick them. 


ne social dimension of such a fetishist stance? Let us take 
Heals with music and the workin Mark Herman's 
se twpic is the relationship hetween a “real” political 
against the threatened pit closure legitimized 
logical progress} and the idealized symbolic expression of 
unity, ther playing in a brass band, At first, the ty 
PP ners caught in their stra 
Only natters!” attitude of their 
ng cancer looks like the vain fetishized insistence of thi 
prived of its social substance, Once the miners lose 
however, the “music matters” attitude, their insist 
vlc gesture, a proper act af asserting, fidelity 16 the 
ae of them puts its when there’s no hope, there arc 
W.. 1 In short, the symbolic act occurs when we 
ion or, rather, short circuit of the two levels, so that 
npty form itself (we'll continue ta play i our brass band 
becomes the sign at fidelity to the content (to the 
wre, for th uation of the miners" way of Iie), 
¢ achieved its highest expression in the legendary event 
camp Mine 29 in 1953. A few months after Stalin's 
in Labour camps all across Siberia; the steiker 
lest and “reasonable”: the n nf the very old and the 
a ating, by watch-tower guards, and so an. 
aps succumbed to threat alse promises from 
29 uta held our, surrounded by two 


Whe 


hind it in a 


After 


: However, this 


sion. And fo 
In June 20% 


trea dh 
h 
IP 
al detach 
were h 


ged six months, to Noah, aged seven) in 
ning, after her husband had left for work, she 
an killing her children. When she picked Mary u 
ah caught her in her act and tried to run aways 


J him into the rub. She did her job methodically 


, g them red wrapped in 
led ehe police and her forming, them 
ned full responsibility ~ when a policemar 
© what you have done?” nswered: “Yes, | 
nisery of all the talk about “PPD™ {postpartum 
hich, as ry names of the children (Mary, 
ironically, ned v 
haw of Susan Sunith 
i , children she was, 
id thus sparing them the misery of terrestrial life 
I Cheistian family: after their marriage, Rust 
Andrea should give up her job (as a nurse in a 
ind dedticate herself fully to the children, And 
xtion dition to feeding, bathing andl discip 
hing them readings and maths, she took care of 
Alvheimer's, So, far from being psychotic, he 
nal neurosis: the object of het desi 
1 dedicated her life ro « hers ~ she cared 
» good a mother, always thinking of other 
ht in this subservience to the other's demand, 
afi! : in accordance with the inexorabh 
€ she tried to comply with the demand to serve 
felt inadequate, with attacks of depression and 
her predicament, After drown: 
was.a bad mother, and that h 
her only ewo ways out: either to 
1999, after her father's death, 


wshand described his attitude towards Andrea 


My wife, Pm supportive of h t site, Th ete” message of the injunction is thus, in the 
he woman whe killed my childre le sla » case of the moth py and find fulfilment in th hell of your 
id it. But the « + children b with impossible demands, where 
waits hery she wasnt m her eight feame of , 1 rted! And is aot a similar double-bind at work in 
ural lh junction lerant? Here again, the true 
recisely, 8 an ay out: we ss r arn to love the disgusting Other whose display of excessive 
¢ uissance makes you sick! This injunction also contams an additional twist 
re we to read the bond betwee . nd . ral subject is ready to follow it: "Zero tolerance 
(loving, and self-effacing cares th st of murderous ment!™, which means that you should tolerate the 
nything, there are too many explanations ~ a v " as hve bimtself is Tolerance towards the Other thi 
Feminists could claim that Andeea was a despera . erceptib 1 destructive hatred of all (“fundamentalist 
against the traditional mother-role; “risk society” hear ceepr Mthers who do not fit our idea of tolerance — in short, against all actual 
itas the result of the inabilit vii ily valu dthers. Or ~ to apply the same logic to the family haven: infinite dedication 
individuals to cope with the dynam lect : hildren can tuen int tructive rage against real children wh 
iid focus on the unbearable stress modern life is putting on lo not appreciate their mother's sacri 
There is, in face, som peemoxlern” in And r double-bind that the (self-Idestructive passage a Facte 
the path of tovlay’s narcissistic injunction: “Real f and i his putssage a Hacte directly 40 
stisfaction in the old-fashioned self obliterating, attitude of servin " Incical act jon to an ideoloy uuble-bindl 
What made her burden unbearable was the fact that an on ind f hich can only: later, in a 
crn times, when the childcare was more gelleti randpa he properly politicized. We simpli fo accept the ris 
and sisters and other relatives shared init), the modern m i 0 arse will be fallow ts proper 
to confer this task on the . r he here, and no guarantce af a success 
and dedicating herself to her offsprin n ocr ay sound, we should therefore noe simply 
njunetion tw experience this peedicament as supre f idea: we cern in them a 
iss of privacy and intimacy, as oppose i a ental, W 2 ent of “Spe 
What about the obviow hat between the ages ot ewo and fi 17, a Shakespeare's jultus Caesa 
ally are monsters, the closest a human bet t Irimate ci ound in Paul Schrader’s and 
creatures of insatiable demand, inflexible and stubh le Martin 5. Taxs Di Travis's (Robert de Niro) final outburst 
atisfied? No wonder that in 1646, the ( ¢ fF Massachuset IPs who control the young guel he wants to save (odie Foster 
enacted the *stubborn-chid Taw” wh he unphicit suicidal dimension of tht racial when Travis 
and pat to death. Kane knew that small children i ring, for ck, he practise he gun a front of th 
freedom” chat has no counterpart in the animal kingdon m rors i became th Know film, he addresses his 
which, perhaps, the noumenal dimension of the Real appear i fh wit ressive-t nding, “You talkin’ to 
While all these readhings are feasible, we sh son the mor me book illustrat ans notion of the “micror stage”, the 
fundamental dimension underlying them the vi wea tu ssivity here is clearly aimed one’s own mieror-amage. Thi 
as the only way to break out wdeological_ deadlock I dimension re-cmerges at the end of the slaughter scene when Travis, 
ie with the simple tension herween the im I Jed and leaning against che wall, mimics with the forefinger of 
injunccio tive resistance to it, but with the ¢ iat h tun aimed at his bloodstained torchead and mocking 
> this injunction itself; the injunction’s “explicit” message i 5 it, a he true aim of my outburst was myself.” The 
supplemented, sustained) by an implicit obs. ssaige which says 1x of Travis is that he perceives hnself as part of the degenerate dirt 


nf the cit wants to eradicate, so that — 
revolutionary violence in The Measuere Taken ~ 
of dirt aft .¢ removal the room will be clea 
In areal se of such a deadlock, in 1999 Pri 
Fort Camphell US Army base beat to death a 
him all the time about his homosexuality. Th 
proc failure of Bill Clinton's “De . 
in the army; what is pe m al is t 
linked to the tension between explicit symbolic ¢ 
he obscene unwritten rules chat actually sustain 
Winchell was continually submitted to anti-gay gibes 
by his fellow soldiers, but also by his immediate supe 
Typically, when Kleilgen was asked why he did 
platoon members to stop harassing Win , 
having fun” ~ in short, harassing Winchell functioned 
rmale-bonding ritual that cemented the communit 
having fun” refers as a rule to cruel and humiliatic 
take my own experience in the Yugoslav Peaph 
example of “having fan” was ro pick out a sold 
testicles with a rope t0 ane of his toes whet bis lexs 
then put a pi paper be i and 


that was causing hint pain 
ride a bieycle, and the re 
Again, the “Don't 
double:bind: he was afrai 
about the harassment, hi 
xpuilsion. In orde 
physical attack on his 
hat, So what should Winch 
ind beating the torn 
if up, chat is got eid 
his humiliation 
should have devised ast 
= perhaps, say, he should k 
spirit of group solidart 


ts t0 be the last pice 
arry Win 
lI" policy on gay 


: 2 real man doesn't go outside and complain to others 
si wunced his tormentors to the bngher authorities for sexi 
uperiors had asked: “But are you gay?", he should 
c m of breaking the "Don't ask, don't tell” rule 
\ couple of y . 1 femimst claimed thar today gays are th 


nalysis of how gays are underprivileged 
¥ to understanding all other exclusions, repressions, violene 
P iolence, 
v (religious, ethnic, class..). The problem with this theory is 
‘ Hicit (or, in this case, ¢ plicit) universal claims it is 
mplary victims of those who are 1 those who, much mon 
n religion nic Others (not to mention the socially ~ “elass’ 
ned}, can be fully integrated into the public rsjoying, fall 
Here, we sh plore the ambiguity of the ion herween 
r ste t long tradition of Leftist yay-bashing, 
nible up te 10 ~ L will mention only Maxim, 

remark from his essay “Proletarian Humanisin™ (st 

oxi hon and Fascism will disappear.” 
not be reduced to opportunistically Mirtinyg with the traditional 
ual moralit rking cla with the Stalinis 


ects of the first years after the October 
hould remember that Gurky’s provocative statement, as 
as Adomo’s ese about homosexuality (“Totality and home 
sal together” is one of the aphorisms in’ Minima Me 
a h historical expe that of the SA, the “revolu: 
jlitary Nav vanion of street-tighting thugs, in which 
tality abounded right up to the t The First thing fo not 
Hitler bi who purged the SA in order to make the 
1 publicly acceptable by cleansing. it of its abscene-violent excess 
r d the slaughter of the SA leadership: precisely by citing 
xual depravit 
to Funct he support of a “totalitarian” community, homed 
lity has to remain a publicly disavowed “dirty secret”, shared by those 
" his mean that when gays an deserve 
ualiti 1 kind of “Yes, we know we pport you, 
ane the less... (you are partly responsible tor Nazi violence)? All we 
Li at the political overdetermination of homosexuality is 
© means simple, that the homosexual libidinal economy can be co-opted 
ifferent political ontentations, and that sti Here that we should avoid 
. ke of dismissing Rightist “militaristic” homosexuality 
secon ion of “authentic® subversive homosextalit 


The greatness of Pasolini’s Salo ne The 120 Days of S 5 Salo ~ yee hau tis only from 
1 does nor shirk this thoroughly ambivalent status of hom . of the possibl 
only heroic anti-Fascist act of resistance film is commitzed . alt bom 
ie of the vietims, who is his peers 
prohibition imposed on them b sets-hbert : 
makes love to the black maid illa. Whew the lib Welcome to the Desert of the Real! 
ards burst into th here aki 
uns, the naked Ezio springs #0 his feet i Thi American paranoia fan that of an individual living in 
alues this unexpected herd has a paraly es sm: Y 2 consumerist paradise, who suddenly start 
unned, they take some time t0 shoot hit Should we not rea pest world hi nis a fake, a spectacle staged to convince 
pathetic scene against the back he strange als 1 hb i world, while all the people around him ace in f 
sexual penetration in the film —a feat h indicates “a prot actors an nic show. The most recent example of this i 
he libertines’ exacting distaste for, sexual intere 1 ¢ Truman Show (1998), with Jim Carrey playing a small 
only apparently surprising. fact is inteins ry fundamental st gradually discovers that he is the hero of a permanent 
of perversion: in t se universe, i emty-t aw: his home tos ‘onstructed on a gigantic 
his very universal new ne und nidament " following hit everywhere, Among its predecessors, 
prohibition of what is already in itself impossible — i sh hora of ts worth me ullip K. Ds of foint (1959), in which 
perversions supplants the impossibility of the sexu ionshi daily life in a stnall idyllic Californian city in th 
So when ~ in the long tradi ich uns from mesdieva 50s, gradually di he whole cown is a fake staged 1 keep 
the latest Hollywood film = love is elevated int r mn ¥ ence of Time ow int and T 
rated as something which cannot be fal alized wn real rf vi at the late capitalist consumerist Californian paradh 
re dealing with a “decoy impossibil which masks the tr : treality, ina way sunreal, without substance, deprived of 
bility, that of the sexual relationship: wh r ch em 
in order to ment this second in ji T a horn on alter the World ‘Trade 
sexually ps iety, the relat str attack: while the number of victims, 6.000, is repented all the tim 
bility displaced on to love ~ it is the prolifera P i h al carnage we see ~ no dismemb 
which ec impossibilit went OF cow of dyi clear contra 
spiritual t 1 of taking thi alue, we insist ti ind rophes, where the whole point was to 
hat “love still cete he impossibility of sexual ne detail: Somalis dying of hunger, raped 
masked by the proliferating div f sexual relation: cir throats cut, ‘These shots were always 
Do not these two features, read together, de e rf he advance warning th ne oF the anages you will see 
combervative Leftist rejection of perversions — in sho i aphic, and may hurt children ning which we never 
illustration of Gorky’s outrageous stateis i f WTEC collapse. Is this n another proof of 
consequences af this implicit ion’ wh pose atsel w n this tragic snoment, the distance which separates Us from 
Pasolini himself, who provocative i . : 1 their 's mamtained: the real horror happens there, not 
Is Sald to be dof ie selfing 
disgust at oneself? The ais read . s So ie is Jy that H ‘emblance of real life deprived 
makes public the obscen ierground of Fase the weight and substance af ity ~ in late capitalist consumerist 
the film’s thoronigh ambiguity, which em . c {self sone tires the features of a 
s position of enunciation: in order to fur ch _ , i : n “real” Ife like stage actors and 


extras, ... The ultimate truth of pitalist usifitanan des 2 When we hear how racks were a torally unexpected shock, how the 
universe is the de-materialization of “real life” itself, its reversal int muiginable Impossible happen should remember the other definin 
spectral show, Christapher Isherwood, among others, gv : catastrophe from the beginning of the twentieth century, that of the Titanic: 
is unreal quality of American daily life, exemplified in the mote salsa, was a shock, but the space tor it had already been prepared in 
“American motels are unreal! .... they are deliberately designed rob cal a the Titanic was the symbol of the might of 
inreal,..« The Europeans hate us because w ised side out th-center ivilization, Does not the same hold for th 
advertisements, like hermits going ito caves 40 eo te.” Peter Sle acks? Not on the media bombarding us all rhe time with tal 
dijk’s notion of the “sphere” is literally realized here, a ganic m € terrorist threat; this threat was also obviously libidinally invested 
sphere # s and isolates the enti — just recall the series of movies fre pe from New York to Independ 
Yea ‘of sciencesfiction films a R Day. T ne rationale behind the often-mentioned association of 
forceast today’s postmodern predicament by ext his tantas the attacks with Hollywood disaster movies: the unthinkable which hap: 
sommunity itself: the is ing an aseptic li lu . he object of fantasy, so that, in a way, Ameri what it had 
ings tor the experie orld of material decay. | ne d atest surprise. The ultimate twist in 
idlessly repeated pproaching and hitting che second " he “war against terror” occurred when 
WTC tower the real-life version of th ene from Hitchcock's T ¢ Pentagon ¢ p trom Hollywood: at the beginning, of 
Birds, superbly analysed by Raymond 8 1m which Melani ches Ore 1 group of Hollywood seenarists and 
the Bodega Bay pier after crossing the k sinall boat? Wher, ay s ‘tots, specialists in catastrophe movies, was established at the instigatio 
approaches the wharf, she waves to her (future| lover, a single bird (first he Pentagon, with the aim of imagining possible scenarios of terrorist 
perceived asa barely distinguishable dark blot) unexpectedly enters the fran tacks and b fight them, 

from above right, and hits her on the head," Was not the plane i fore invert the standard reading, according to which the 
he WTC tower literally the ultimate Hitcheockian Nlot, the anamorph WIC explosions were the intrusion of the Real which shattered our illusoe 
ain which de-natui rh us idyllic New li Sphere: quite t0 the con was prior 10 the WTC collapse that w 
The Wachowski brothers? hit 199%) beough ved i wn world, perceiving Thied World horrors as something which 
lia: the material reality we all experience and see <a viet . part ot our socral reality, as things which ex 

ne, gern and co-ordinated by a gigantic mega-computer to whi as 5p apparitions on the (TV) sereen — and what happened 

are all conn hen the hero (played by Keanu Reeves) awal 0 s this fant Pparition entere 

eal reality, he sees a desolate landscape littered with what + not that reality enten image: the image entered and shattered ou 
emains of Chicago af jobal The resistance leader Mor is, the symbolic co-ordinates which determine what we experi: 
utters the ironic greeting: “Welcome to the dh real.” Di as reality). 1 hat, atter 11 Seprember, the opening of many 
something of a similar order take place in New York on 11 Septemls ies with scones which hear a resemblance to the WTC 
icizens were introduced to the “desert of the rex us, ¢ db ¥ hull ire or under attack, teerorist action ...) was 
Hollywood, the skyline and the shots we saw of the collapsing towers could postponed ms were even shelved), should therefore he read as 
not fail fo remind us of the most breathe snes it eaxastre fantasmatic background respousible for the impact of 
productions. For the great majority of he WTC swe WIC collapse. OF course, the pomnt lay a pscuddo:postmodern 
vents on the TV screen, and when he oft-repeated sh game of reducing the WTC collapse to just another media spectacle, reading, 
Frightened people running towards # ead of the gian : a catastrophe v ttf porno movies; the question we should 
st from the collapsing tower, was not the framing of the shot itsel ed ourselves when we stared at our TW screens on 11 September is, 
reminiscent of the spectacular shots in the ne movies, a special i en the same thing over and over again: 
ect which outdid all others, since, as Jeretn 1 knew, reality 1s the This means chat the dialectic of semblance and Real cannot be reduced to 
best appearance of itself ather elementa: that the virtualization of our daily lives, the 


lumiverse, gives rise t0 the irresistible ur 
firm ground in some kind of real reali 


of its traumaticlencessive nature — we are 
fe experience as} our reality, and are tl 
collapse of the WTC was: an im se 
same time, delivered the thing itself, This 
+ what, way back in the 1960s, Roland 
rather, its exact opposite, 


which we are able to sustair if we fi 
Jiscern which part of real net 
that although it i part of realty, 1 

more difficult than denouncing-unmasking 
I is precisely now, when we a 
catastrophe, that we {bear inn mind ¢ 
co-ordinates. which determine its perseption 
he collapse at the WTC towers, 14 

the “centre of financial capitalism” but 
WTC towers stood for the centre of vite 
ation disconnected from the sphere of m 
impact of the attacks can be accounted for 
he borderline which, toxlayy s he di 
Third World “desert of the Real”. te is the 
nsulated artificial universe which genera 
arent is theeatening us all the time with total 
perspective, the terror turned into w 
steact in the Hegelian sense of sub 
‘ological network i 
social cireums asa covert j 


ler to i 
fT : 
gical and a 
i 
ackgrou 
Ch i that 
ireational . 


ns they ¢ ‘xpress the interests and 
+ such a purely evil Outside, we should summon 
ndorse the Hegelian lesson: in Outside, we 
tilled version of our own © the Last fi 
prosperity and peace of the 
of euthl ee and dest 
ad indifferent as it may sound, we should also, now 
in Atrica, more people di 
collapse, and th 
lai 1 Financial 
r rid on a danh 
the Congo to Sierra Leune 
apist a dozen 
er 11 September 2001, our gare was tea 
ve hit WTC towers, we were all forced 
fon to repeat” and. jos peyond the 
ted 1 agait, and ayains the same shat 
when we watched the twa WTC tower 
' 1 became possible for us to experience the 
wows" even if these shows are “for real”, people still 
r bemselves. The standard disclaimer in a 
hi ition; any resemblance to real 
exile ids a he participants in reali 
: q ters, even if they play themselves 
oth in the WIG attacks can be given 
cady heard some conservatives claiming that 
rable was our very openness — with the inevitabl 
ackground that if we are to protect our “way of 
i of our freedoms which were “misused! 
zie should be rejected out of hand: is it 
en” First World cow the most conteoll 
ste humanity? In the United Kingdom, al 


strike back, to de 
Whate 


the world 
ills, will this not be th 
Afghanistan is an 


when he lost 
Bur it's easier t0 search 
hat the whole of Kaby 
T 


will pak bat ae 
shout bacteriological w 
the prospect of DNA 
people who share a dete 


“omnipresence af the invis 


shattering the is 
nd the Caleural Studies focus 


which pe 
nantry th 
hat th 


1 deprived of its substance ~a virtual war fought behind computer 
exp by its participants asa video game, a war with 
ties side, at leas 
dof the anthrax panic in October 2001, the West gor the 
his new “invisible” warfare in which — an aspect we should 
car in mind ~ we, ordinary citizens, ate, with regard to information 
what is going on, totally at the mescy of the authorities: we see and 
ath know comes trom the official media. A superpowe 
fesolate desert country and, at the same time, hostage to invisible 
wr the WTC explosi he first image of twenty-first 
warfare, Instead of a quick acting-out, we should controne these 
I questions: what will *war” meat in the twenty-first ventury? Who 
cy are, clearly, neithe nor criminal gangs? Here [ 
F © recall the Freudian opposition of the public 
its obscene superego double: along the same line hot 
ational terrorist organizations” the abscene double of the big, mul 
rpporat the ultimate rhizomatic machine, ommipreseat, yet 
fF territorial hase? Ar not the form in which nanionalist 
‘i fundamentalism” accommodated itself to global capital 
mbody the ultimate contradiction, with their particular 
© and their global dynamic funtion 
i ble notion of the “clash of civilizations” must be 
reject we are witnessing today, rather, are clashes sthin 
ation. A brief look at the comparative history of Islam and Chris 
that the “human right Iulam (to use an anachronistic 
nuch better than that of Christianity: in past centuries, Islam was 
ty more tolerar ' ns than Christianity. [is also 
cememibee that it was through the Arabs that, in the Middle Ages, we in 
Furope regained access 10 our Ancient Greek legacy. While Edo not in 
sxcuse toxlay's acts, these facts none the kes clearly demon 
re dealing not with a teature inscribed into Islam “as such”, but 
£ litical conditions, 
look more closely, what is this “clash of civilizations” really about? 
eal-life “clashes” clearly celated to global capitalism? The Mushin 
ntalist™ target is not only global capitalism's corrosive impact on 
je, but he corrupt “traditionalist” regimes in Saudi Arabia, 
he most horrifying slaughcers (those in Rwanda, Conge 
ne} not only took place ~ and are taking place — within thy 
lization, but are also clearly related to the interplay af global 
interests. Even in the few cas would it the 


{links both w 


Arabia and Kuvw 


rated into Wes 


W to anti-America 
ist chapter after World War Il w 


val” outburst of American patriotism; let us conduct 
experiment, and imagine an Arab Muslim gitt patheticall 
amera the same words about her father fighting for the 


id Muslim fundamentalism which does not stop even at eruel 
tation of children 
the Other is already present in the very heart of 


fundamentalists” who also practise a terror of theie 
their understanding of) Christianity, Since America is, in 


mm, should the US Army’ have punished the USA itvelf 


pombing? And about the way Jerry Falwell and P 
ed to the events of 11 September, perceiving then as a sign 
wed His protection trom the USA because at the sinful lives 6 
ng the blame on hedonist materialism, liberalism and 

and clarming that America got what it deserved? The fact 
lemoation v erica, which matched the condem: 
Muslim Other, came from the very heart of CAmériqu 
* food for thought, On 19 October, George W. Bush 

wede that the mc ble sof the anthrax 
mn terrorists but Amenca’s own extreme Right Christian 

sin, does not the fact that the acts frst attributed t0 a 
sen ts begotten in the very heart of Amerigia 
1 unexpected confirmation of the thesis that this clash i 
September, America asse, in beral 

cence of their American pride, displa and 

ah if, after decades of ethico-political bout 

he world, the vicious destruction of the WTC towers ¢ 

ing them the nyht to assert their identity in all its 
this re 4 innovence, we should emphasize more 

. the sense of historical guilt or irony: which 
Amencans trom fully claiming their nationality. What this 
» was “objectively” assuming the burden of all that being 
n the past cemplary case of ideological interpel: 

ing one’s symbolic mandate, which enters the stage after 
afrermath of 11 Septembs n the old security seemed 


the gesture of identification seems “natural $F from : keep W aber cereal ihe terrorism, like cour 
elf; quote Femando Pessoa's superh formulation: “When I speak frankly Nat es that’s hypocritical. 
don’t know with what frankness 1 speak.” Let us recall an h ie alaniities : 
innocently transparcat- moment, the endlessly reproduced videos n 
Feijing's Avenue of Eternal Peace at the height of the “roubles” in 1989 scenity of such st ts is blatant. First, why’ use the WTC arrack 
ny: young man with a can who stands alone in frone of an a ustification? Are there not much more terrible atrocities going on all the 
igantic tank, and courageously tries to prevent its advance, so that when th me around the world? Second, what is new about this idea? Hay not the 
sok iris: Recscunmne heatbn hanittg Teh oF Elec the mier'aborss CIA ching Latin American and Thied World American military 
- F Even Alan Dershowin's iberal angurmen, cred by Aleer, i suspicious: “Tey 
rie wpraeaticen sce that it devolshés all rker woe Xt it favour of torture, but if you're going to have it, st should damn well 
poine for vieeualy all Western joe the interior of 77 se, better legalize it, and thus present excesses! ~ is extremely dangerous 
political and cultural life of Chin, nacy to torture, and thus upens up the space for more illicit 
of slong the same lines, Dershowstz argues that torturing in the 
their starkest form: a single man against the brute force of the State) i person (the information obtained will not be ase in trial against hin, and 
our Western waz, austaincd by a cobweb -of ideological implicatia »rture is done not as punishment, bat only: to prevent the mass killing 
ance versus state violence, ma eclaie? tietiotie: Ritcr oI allowe ure people nor as part of 4 deserved punishment, but simply 
incl (ldial tere ie UGE RO WFTIA FachaN ae Theat because they know something? Why, then, not also legalize the torture of 
catiénny againae the backgropnd :of- whch the show: exerts es. fill tre ners of war who may possess information which may save hundreds. | 
the European ideological legacy. The same ideological background aly a the ultimate sign thar the tecrorists are winning the ideological war 
viduals jumping from the burning WTC towers to vertain death duce i opie « fc, are event more dangerous than an 
notion of human dignity and freedom. Take Jonathan Al ein roduc torture as 2 legitimate topic allows us to entertain the id 
ominous subtitle “Ie's a new world require old 3 it merely discuss it?). Such legitimization of torture as 
lea of legitimizing, physical and psych H extren right advocacy: 3¢ changes the 
isomer possesses int n which idiosyncratic at of the fundamental ethical 


neutral statements like “Some torture clearly works". Alter concludes: positions: o “ itimize torture for the sake of short 
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rorcure persistent criminals, a parent who hax kidnapped * 
2 The idea thar once we let the geni r 
at a reasonable level, is th i 
, 1am again tempted (0 conduct a simple met 
experiment: ler us imagine an Arab newspaper making a ca n 
cof American prisoners, and the explosion ments al var 
st barbarism and disrespect For human rights that would provoke 
So whar about the phrase which reverherates everywhere: “Nothing wi 
be the same after 11 September"? Significantly, this phrase is 
aborated ~ itis just an empty gesture of saying son Jeep” withow 
really knowing what we want to say. So our fist ¢ > 
Really? Is it not, rather, that the only thing that actually ch 
merica was forced to realize the kind of world it was part of? On 
other hand, such changes in p on ate neve 
since the way we perceive our situation determin a 1 
Remember the collapse of a political regime ~ for examp 
the Communist regimes in Eastern Europe in 199¢ ert en 
people became aware all of a sudd he game x 
Communists had lost. The break was purely syiibs hinge chanysed “i 
reality ine the rom this moment on, the F P 
regime was simply a matter of time 
What if something of the sam ict oveur on L1 Sep v 
should bear in mind that Holl nerve ne Am 
ideology which exerts a worldwide heemoni what deaws mil 
Third World people to the USA — ever th i 
posed to everything America stands ne hi 
material wealth, but also tie mn", the chy p 
in it, Hollywood is literally a “dream factory": its mai 
fabricate hegemonic ideological deeams, to provide individuals 
‘ordinates for their private tar So when the Hollywood mack 
perturbed, a in the when the executives a 
ueely trying to gues new rales stcoph 
will single-hero movies like the James B sa Wille 
turn towards family melodramas or a tuen towards direct patriotisn 
ict does bear witness to the deep idec mnpact 
LL Sepremb 
Pethaps the ultimate victim of the WTC att be a certain fgu 
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Sphere, During Nikita k 


Twenticth Congress of the Soviet Party, denouncing Stalin's 
en oF 30 delegates had a nervous breakdown, and had to h 
wen med ne of them, Boleslaw Bierut, the 
Secretary of the Polish Cam; Party, even died of a 

‘ome days later. (The model Stalinist writer Alexander Fadeyev 
ater,) The point is not that they were “honest 

4 them were brutal manipulators without an 

ns about the nature of the Soviet regime. What broke down 


c llusion, the figure of big, Other” against th 
hey could exert their ruthless drive for power: th 

less d power 
spose their beliet, the Other which, as it were, 

cit behali, their upposed-to-believe, disintegeat 
omething homo happen in the aftermath of 11 Septem 
September 2001 the “Twentieth Congress” of the Amer 
being appropriated for ideological causes: from thk 

main media that ant: 18: now finished, to th 

. the WT As revealed the substancel 
anvodkern Cultural Studhes, th contact with “real 
ight wrong. What is true is tha atively trifle 
Cultural Studies critical topics was thereby revealed: 
Politically. Incorrect expression with py cist 

he tortured death vsands? The dilernm: 

‘i i I they stick 10 the saine topics. direct 
cir fight against oppr is a fight within First World 
i means that, in the Western First World's 
ith the external threat to it, one should reassert une's fidelit 
» iberal-dem will they risk ast 

cr blematize this frame 
he end dark hints trom the 
Septem! have been the work 
at je manipula 

wa September is to 
intext of the antagonisms of global capitalism, We shoul 
me na a until the 1 thar is, 
directly od in the superpower struggle — i 
Muslimn societies, with a long secular tradition: 

“n ty with a vibrant caltural and political lite, The 


merged dircetly through the support of forcign powers (Pakistan, Saudi corruption. Wha n the contrary, called the “act” is precisely an 
deapocial of bcedfog bonne kid errors, We shag remember Hogéts om, although they both, sesm ta n uncompromising” radical 
wanted", because | do ot really know what 1 wante, Iti in the actual We Ot subject instrumentalizeshimsell for the Other, while 
ful only within the Idealist identity of the Actual apd the R t pesiton.enieres the radical Kantian ethical stance. 
Subject and Subwance: we can tust that realty will reveal to us the ia 

insight, repeatedly reassenied by Lacan, that we, human subjeer, are not stropine: she was an ethical rgouris i ever there was one, in contase to 
fundamentalists”, however, is to suspect ethical purit Sst h ne deh ret ur true message to us, ! 


to more aggressivity tawards the threatening Outside 


acuing-our, Or Ameri finally risk stepping 


‘eal world, making the lo 


“A thing. like this shoulds’r iappen here” th °A.th and written, up to the “temint at that the WTC rowers were two 
happen arywhere!”. That is the true lesson of the attac p symbols waiting to be destroyed (“castrated”), Was there no 
ensure that ie will nor happen here again is to peevent it happening anywhere something petty and miserable i thematics reminding us of Holo 
else. In short, America should learn humbly to accepe vulnerability aust n shar are 6,000 dead against millions in Rwanda, Congo, 
as part of this world, enacting the punishment of those responsible as a sad rc what about the fact that the CIA {co-Jcreated the Taleban and 
duty, not as an exhilarating retaliation. Bie incing. and helping them to fight the Soviets in. Afghanistan? 
The WTC attacks again confronted us with the necessity of resisting the Why was this fact quoted as an argument against attacking them? Would 
temptation of a double blackmail. If one simply, only and unconditionally 1 much more claim that itis precisely their duty to rid us of 
condemns it, one cannot but appear to endorse the blatantly ideological the n th 
position of American innocence under attack by ‘Third World Evil: it onc ven the terms of "Yes, the WTC collapse 
Jraws attention to the deeper sociopolitical causes of Arab extremism, one edly, but we sh «in full ity with the victims, since this 
cannot but appear to blame the victim, which ultimately got what 4 J mean supporting US imperialism", the ethical catastrophe 
deyerved.... The only appropriate solution here is to rejest this very alcead ad: the only appropriate stance is an unconditional solidarity 
opposition, and to adopt both positions simultaneously; this can be done h ims. ‘The ethical stance proper is replaced here with th 
only if one resorts to the dialectical category of totality: there ws no choi m nathematics of guilt and horror, which misses the key points the 
between these two positions; both are biased and false. Far from offering fying death of cach individual is absolute and incomparable, tn sh 
case apropos of which one can adopt a clear ethical stan encounter let us conduct a simple mental experiment: if you detect in yourself any 
here the limit of moral reasoning: from the moral standpoint, the victims luctance to entpathize fully with the victims of the WTC. collapse, if 


are innocent, the aet was an abominable crime; however, this very innocence feel the walify your empathy with "Yes, but what about the 
snot innocent = to adopt such an “innocent™ position i millions wha suffer in Ate + You are not demonstrating, youn 

capitalist universe isin itself a false absteaction World svmpathies, merely the mauvise for which bears witness to your 
The same goes for the more ideological clash of interpretations: one ce patronizing racist attitude towards Third World victims, (More 
claim that the attack on the WTC was an attack on what is worth fightin precisely, che problem with such comparative statements is that they are 
1 in democratic freedoms ~ the decadent Western way of life cond th necessary’ aiid issible: one has to make thet, one ha 

by Muslim and other fundamentalists isthe univers en's rights an that worse horrors take place all aver the world on a daily 
multiculturalist tolerance, one could also claim, however, that it was basis — but one hay to do so without getting involved in the obscene 


attack on the very centre and symbol of global financial capitalism. This, of math of guilt 
course, in no Way entails the compromise notion of shared guilt (the N Jet this anti-Americanism was most discernible in Euro. 
terrorists are to blame, but the Americans se . ns, especially France and Germany: itis part of their resistance te 
the point is, rather, thar the two sides are not really opposed, that 1 i hear the complaint that the recent trend towar 
belong to the same field. The fact that global capitalism is a totality means globalicati he sovereignty of nation-states; hore, hawever, we 
that it isthe dialectical unity of itself and of its fof the forces which Aq ment: which states are most exposed to thi 
resist it on “fundamentalist” ideological grounds, < but the second-rank (ex- world powers, countries 
Asa result, of the ewo main stories which emerged after 11 Septembe ike the United King many and France: what they fear is that once 
were worse, as Stalin would put it. The American patriotic fully immersed im the newly emerging global empire, they will be 
narrative ~ the innocence under siege, the surge of patriotic pride ~ is, of duced to the same level as, say, Austria, Belgium, or even Luxembour 
course, simplistic; however Leftist narrative (with its Schadentrew: fusal of “Americanization™ in France, shared by many Leftists 
the USA ot what it deserved, ad been doing to others Rightis sts, 16 thus ultimately the refusal to accept the fact that 


lly any bet prevailing reaction of European — but also America 


every imaginable stupidity was 


wing. its hegemonic ro 


deconstruetionism academia is overwhelmed by 1 
Another simple mental experiment is called for her 1 
someone from Serbia claiming that he is the 
philosopher — he would immediately be denounc 

nationalist, The levelling of weight berween larger and i 
should therefore be counted among the beneficial of 

hencath the conrempmious deriding of the new Eastern # 
narcissism of the European “great nations”. Here, a good de 
sensitivity towards small nations (consider his insistence that i 
hip between large and small nations, we should allow fo 
degree of "small" nationalism) would be helpful 

Interestingly, the same matrix was reproduced within ex-Vugs 
only by the Serbs themselves, but even by the majority of 1 
wowers, Serbia was self-evidently: perceived as the only eth 
enough substance to form its own state, Throughout the 1990s, ev 
democeaic critics of Milosevic who rejected Serh nationalism act 
presupposition that, among the ex-Yugoslav republics, . 
democratic potential: once it had overthrown Mil Serbia a 
turn into a thriving democratic state, while other ex al 
too “provincial” to sustain theie own den Ts this 
of Friedrich Engels's famous seathinyg tem how the sm. 
ations ace politically reactionary, since Ul We Is 
uurvival of the past 

America’s “holiday from history x fake; America’s p 
bought at the price of catasteuphes elsewhere. These days, the 
point of view is that of an innacent gare confront 1 
which struck from the Outside — and again, apropos of this gaze, w 
mmon up our strength and apply to it Hegel's well ki 
Evil resides (also) in the innocent gave itself which perceres 
So there is an element of truth even in the most constricted Moral 
ision of a depraved America dedicated to mindless please 
conservative horror at this netherworld of sexploitation an 
Violence: what they do not perceive i merely the He 
identity herween this netherworld and their own posit 

he fact that so many fundame: stu 0 b 


subjective k 
ppropriat 
as “Ini 

ic clerics that 6 
css will h 

st. Whe 

Adorno aw 

i 
ture, is the onh 


knew from intimate struggle wha 


0 Taleban leader Mullah 


ne Pentagon rather than blindly following thei 
stack his country? “You accept everything your 
er itis true oF false Don’t you have your own 
be better for you to use your sense and understand: 
ments, taken in an abstract decontextualized sense 
‘this first great irony of the situation (irony’in 
of the term: although you may be subjectively 
nts are m an you think), we should add 
first for the US operation against 
Justice” (later changed in response t0 a protest by 
God can exercise infinite justi 
name is profoundly ambiguous: it means that 
right ruthlessly to destroy not only all terrorists but 
hem material, moral, ideological, ete. support (and 
definition, endless in the precise sense of Hegelian 
‘ork will never be really accomplished: some other 
wa € it means that the justice 
infin rict Heyelian sense — that, in relat 
€ to itself: im short, that it has to pose the question 


: are involved in what we are fighting 
ptember 2001, Jacques Derrista received the Theo- 
ferred in his specch to the WTC attacks: "Mi 
1 for the victims of I] September does not prevent 

with reard 0 this crime, 1 do not believe thar 
tless.” This selF-relating, this inclusion of oneself in 
fe “infinite justice 

of the events of 11 September is to elevate 

il, a vacuum which cannot be explained and 

1 in a series with the Shoah is a blasphemy 
hodically by a vast network of state apparat 

rs w conteast (0 the destroyers of the WTC 
Jal acceptance of their own death ~ as Hannah 


Arendt has shown, they were anonymous hureaucrars job, an 
enormous gap separated what they fom their individual 
experience. This “banality of Evil” is missing ‘ * 
attacks: the terrorists fully assumed he horror of ss this h s 
of the fatal attraction which drew them towards committing the 


10 put it in a slightly different way: the Nazis did their job 


Jewish question” as an obscene secret hidden. from the pul w 
he terrorists blatantly displayed the spectacle of their act, T " 
Litference is thar the Shoah was a part of F was a 
which did not directly convern the relations! Jow 
remember Sarajevo, which had by far mm 7 
Yugoslavia and, moreoever, was the mos Yugo! . 
hriving centre of cinema and rock mu . Hse it W 
the Muslim-dominated city, wher tian presen 
olerated, in contrast 10 the Ch oii cities fro 

Jews and Muslims were purged lon 

Why should the New York catastrophe be way 9 n 

ay, the mass slaughter of Hutus by Tutsis in Rwanda in 1994? O: 
bombing and jas-poisoning of Kurds in the north of frag 

Or the Indonesian forces’ mass killings in East Timor? Or . «tl 
‘ountries where mass suffering was and is incomp er than # 
ufering in New York, but which do not have the good fort 

lirmelight in « 1 elevated by the media into th ne victim of 
Absolute Evil, is long, and thar is the pont: f we i use of th 
term, these are all “Absolute Evils”, So should we extend the pr 

sxplaining, and elaine hese evils could and sh hal 
individual” horeible erimes, from those of the sadist ned 
Dahmer to those of Andrea Yates, who drowned her five child F 

not somethin le . 

Is it not that — a than two hundr 
years in each of them w 5 of tree 
imponderable fact of “I did it be sists any expla 
nation in psychological, social, wleological, etc. terms: 

We should therefore reject Lacan’s famous reading of the Holoc 

Nazi extermination of the Jews) as, precisely, a holocaust in th 
neaning of the cerm: tented to satis 
certible demand for gto 
series of what the those who, a 
human, were excluded ich ¢ 


fe ot a worthy sacri 
Seprem! 0 do with th 
f » explosion of lethal 
r norbid culture 
A ne hid 
rue Nictaschean La 
Jermine ¢ he 20% 
h lectical” thing. te 
. Jer narrat 
comp et consi 
1 development (the 
ke us . ne 
‘ stent and 
So, rather than remain stuck in di 
il, an hi f 
pould remem nwo f 
xr the obscure gous of wh 
it And th Dn 
i trom of list 


son, one could not sacrific 
vial offering). Have the events of 11 
Ihscure God who demands human 
of the WTC rowers was not simply 


f making 


jal agenda, but ~ precise 


© (rejineroduce the dimension of 
ter che insulated daily course 

Men. Sacrilegious as it may appear, 
the reign of the pleasure-reality 
pere, however, is mot to includ 
the Progere v1 Humanity, 
Hem them, at least makes them part 
nt narra uublares” them ina 
rive notion of Hegelianisin), but to 


ilitating, aw face of Absolut 
inking ab is going on, 
ie y: the way of the superego 

pereyo is precisely that of the 
Lacan speaks: the reassertion of thy 
aw mn order to fill an the gap of the 
of the hecoes of the Shoah form 
yesture of special humiliation, was 


vn the flight which cra 


cit in tront of fis hos as an indication of ‘Tyler's nonexistence ~ the 

Redemptive Violence bcarab and embarrassing effect of the scene bears witness to the 
xt closes (stages) a certain disavowed fantasmatic truth. In the 

he thing t0.co, therefore, i¢ nox aparesively fo protoct the Safey of 16a which nb is base this scene is written as an exchange 

Sphere, butt tof th the Sphere - how? D ais icreally big Ss (Sorton 9 beating himself up ia tront OF 

Fancher's Fight ary achievement for Hollywood ss} and Norton's fantasy (the boss beating up Tyler 

tackles this de nniac hero (superbly play 

by Fulward Norton) follows his doctor's advice and, in order to di \ ome unten of bad lubed er the wion pre 

\ ah 

dln‘ they ight, beating each other to pal 2 whole movemet 

develops out of this idea: secret alter hours boxing, matche : i gel Kid alge Tyla eit 

tized, organizing terrorist attacks against big corporations. Inthe mk tH it Foler sal “Trust me, You'l You fel 

of the fim there isan almost unbearably painful scene, reminisce 

mont bizarre David Lynch moments, which serv nd of ¢ : 

trprsing. final rst: n onder to blackma ag hia tag at the Head the eaanayss desk whe Ty. wha 

working, the narrator throws himself ind the man fice, beating hin 2 of 

Moody before security staff arrives in fox mbarrassed pee ae 

naetator thus enacts on himself the bos i . Af ee ee 

mny frst Right ~ with Tyler.” This fst fight berween the n 11 er craters 

which takes place in a parking lor outside a bar, is watched by 1 the onl apap 20d ay, please, hep. e, but 

Because the fight is being wached hy peoph the ra . wih ond Caves ase a6 Sede el 

Wwe are led to beieve that i ! riped legs of the insagerof the Presanen Hotel by lena back 

Tears heed fhe ln we thus learn hath rato did ot t ecaivivs 06d Yala ge fa B 

that he had been leading a fe ° dine’ 

use the narrator's minds when othet characters itteract with 

re really ateracting withthe narrator, who has taken on the Ts wise aesth - aardaia 


entire world. b 


al selflegeadation, when L allow/provok 
me of all substantial conten 


iniself up in tro ss his oth 
beat me, but you see, your desire t . 
were to bea fou would be fulfill 
perverse masochistic desi you're too much 
jour desiee, 90 Tl do it a ~ her 

wanted. Why are you so embarrassed 

The gap between fantasy and reality is crucial 
would never actually have beaten Norton 


becomes free: the trae goal of this 


attaches me to the master. When, tow 


i 
nis culmination of se 
r nstrarions 
4 a th 
ituation he andy 
I Sach 
: il 
P 
de rw 


ily “Tyler in himself”, his double), he 
he dual mirror-relationship of beating: 


ts logic cancels itself; Norton will nc 


Gilles Deleuze elaborated this aspect in 
tion to the sadist witness, the mas 
depriving him of his power over the 
niship mination, while masochism 
eration, When we are sitbjected to a 
always and by definition sustained 
jection atyelf genera warp 
<tion nbodied ina network of 
reason we cannot get rid of our 

al refl ‘our liberation has to be 
mance; furthermore, this performance 
ie” nature, it has to stage the painful 
pd did nor Sylsia Plath adopt the 

1 equal her oppressors with her sell 
he concentration camps, When 

inflicting it upon yoursell you achieve 
hs reference to the Holocaust: some 
uation of her oppression by her father 
is an admissible exaggeration: what 
arable) magnitude of the crime, but the 
pt the concentration camp strategy of 
only me psychic liberation, For 
ie to di ‘oughly ambivalent 
pidinal with him ~ “Every 
face. "js this hysterical knot!!! of 


pressed to the “pathological” enjoyment the hysteri 
com this very oppression, interpreting theie conjunction 
rhea on patriarchal dominacios n unfinshe 
paraphrase Habermas}, that is, as the inde split be 
‘economy which chains the hysterie to patriarchy, making h 
nto a servitude valontaire, If this were the case, then the w 


ne exemplary pe ocedure ~ that of distin 
phenomenon a “x da “bad” aspect, and then aff 
and getting rid of the had: in our case, struggling to keep 1 
awareness of oppression) and discard the “bad” one (find 
pression). This “untying of the knot” does not work 
we awareness of our subje 88 of the 
nt liberation is n nid of this excessive pleasure 
ssume it~ exactly what the hero of Fight Club does. tn bi 
Bertrand Ru: r he tried co help T.S. Eliot an 
1 their marital troubles, “uneil f discovered that the 

hey enjoyed""” — in short, until he discovered tha 
What, then, is. as in his new book The Si 
Ryseard Kaj ots oF T a 
hich had op ain Onitsh 

afc for mil ad become an institution. An en 
urban lite started t0 my around its one cr 

next truck int line, another dragging the vehicle into the 
heaving it out; rows of women around 4 r 


king homemad 


in. “There arose, suddenly ously, th 
anfortunate hole, a dynam bh 
painted “Hotel” signs showed . 
juges for dr ced to spend nights waiting for th 
hrough: people with nothing to do stood around, warm 
place for meetings and conversations —in short, a ridicul 
meaningless obstacle triggered a swarm of social activity f 
mnjoy thetr symptom. The superficial solution, of cour 
why not siniply fill in the bole, enabling th ee 
again? The mechanism here is ip fact that o ica 
hysterical sub junters a similar contingent obstac 


propos of Proudhon, Marx c 


chee than simply abolishing or bypassing it. And 
ur societic say, fecries bringing passengers and 
1 river? The embarcation points are, as a rule, places 
fe which disappears once a bridge is constructed, 
J also he made in the terms of Heidegger's opposition 
sminating solicitude” and 


“anviciparory-liberating 
fully concerned with whar the other aveds, substitu 
« the “care” which the other should take upon himself 
somethings anticipatory solicitude, in contrast 
«understand his “care”, so that he can go freely 
his distinction apply perfectly to liberal humanitar 
ivitude “substitutive”, in the sense that they want 10 
J, victims), instead of enabling them to help 

in, in order to prevent them from helping them: 
is also what is weong with the Politically Correct 
anion ~ it continues to address the establishment with 


. t stake m revolutionary violence: the tran: 
cessed victim into an active agent, captured by Marx's 


ling of Walter Benjanun’s “Theses on the Philus 


traces which are retroactively redeemed through the 


s¢ syinptoms can also take the form of perturba 
participation in the obscene rituals of the 
8 = that half: 


eacks on Jewish homes, 


mirario, of the possibility at the auth 
intellectuals (and even “ordinary people”? is 
cratic Republic also a longing. not so much tor 
to draw a parallel w hig ies 
missed te” Opp rit 
Chance can explode in “ierational” fits of destruct 
According to law B h tual 
town logic, wh terventes i 
hati represent wes ! 
emerates its owt excess which, although necessa 
cowordinates of this structural excess of Sta 
Jares to confront the Real of tert niu 
modern Western power itself? Kurtz wa 


i the military power system, he turned 
n his emphasis an how the vicious cycle of 
1 ~ this, precisely, is what does not 
1 horizon of Apocalypse Now is the insight 
ss. which it must annihilate in an 
¢ what it fights (Willard’s mission to kill 
. ved ~ "Ir never happened”, as th 
ints out), We thereby enter the domain of 
Power hout ever admitting it, And 
ures presented by the official media as 
Is this not the teuth behind the fact that 
merged as part of the ClA-supported anti 
star, andl the fact that Noriega in Panam 
these caves, 18 not the USA fighting, its own 


suggest what a truly subversive 

Wkl have been like: to repeat the formula 
ani Willard peop 
remains outside the h 

itionary violence which no longer reli 

" 1 of the “fight cluh*, the 

wh ame of beanng each ath 

rseession/excitation, of the impotent 

t stage_an exemplary case of the 

ctively undermining the capitalist sy 

le ormal” capitalist subject? And 

litcized violet ack on bank 

A el lm abo 

‘orism? Is not the final scene ~ the modern 

sult tcangely reminis 

his aspec tail by Diker 


temporarily suspended... The problem with ’ i 
Fight Club is of course extremely reflexive an ean 
The ultimate ground of this irony is that, in accords hs late cap 


following Deleuze, Diker: anc Laustsea discern in F two d 
hich invalidate its subversive thrust: first, there 1s the my 
the extreme ot the spectacle of exstathe (selt-\lestrustion ~ reve 
politics is obliterated in dae anni 
scond, the revolutionar torializes, mass 

df a deteeritorializing st nds up transtorming. 1 
rganization with a new nancy Project Mayhem. Violence i 
outwards, which culminates in a plan for “organze . 


mentat the repression to the w plete thi 

Is the solution really the “just nm 

lence? What we should peoblematra y 

between de- and re-ternitonialization s ide 
slar call 


ind the “bad” paranoiae-molar on <u 
hizomatic flows, with their molecular segmental 
Je-territorialization, connections, sceleeations), Vers 
with their rigid segmentanity (binary organization, resonance, 0 
1g). This opposition (a variation on Sartre's old thesis, fr 

of Dialectical Reason, about the reversa praxis S 
dialectics into the “practico-nert™ logic of nated insti 
Deleuze himself often directh > Sartre) is a false ("al 
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silization, in so far as it offers no space to articulate the key 
tion between the two different logics of the very connection between 

nice and macro-, local and global: the “paranoiac™ State which “re 
wralizes” the schizophrenic explosion of the molecular multitude is 

only imay ne of the global collective social organizations 
Leninist nary party gives body rather, announces) a 

ly different uf collectivity. (Beneath this opposition is, of course, 
Deleu wundly anticLeninist distrust of any form of firm global 
Orpanizanon, What 1s interesting here, however, is that Alain Badiou 

cif aws attention to this anti-Leninist thrust of Deleuze, seems 

i Je same opposition in his “anti-Sratist™ assertion af the uropian 

A] of pure presence of the multitude, without any state of re-presentation 

which totalizes this multitud hus generates a remainder for which 
(0 place within the totality ~ significantly, Badiow also refers here 

Sartee."2*) What disappears in this perspective is simply the fundamental 
Harxist insight that the molar Stare has to “totalize™ the molecalar mul 
As Di . rly, we cannot prc dvance an unambis 

wus criterion which will allow us to distinguish “false” violent outburst 
1 the “m dt the authentic revolutionary breakthrough. The ambi 
is nere, since the “miracle” can ovcur only through the 

€ revious failures, And this is also why violence is a necessary 
Jutionary political act, ‘That is co says what 1s the 

‘ction of 4 political ae Success as such clearly does not count 

f we defin he dialectical terms of Merleau-Pomty: as the wager 

hat the ill retroactively redeem our present horrible acts (this is 
sy Merleau-Ponty, in Humanism and Terror, provided one of the more 

Iient justifications of the Stalinist terror: retrouctively, it will become 
fied if its final outcome is true freedom):""" neither docs reference te 

niversal ethical norm, The only criterion is the absolutely 


bly fully realize, present, nor simply evoked asa distant promise which 


as if, an a unique suspension of 


expo the short circuit berween the present and the future, we ar 
as if hy Grace — beielly allowed to act as if the utopian future is (not yet 

sete, but) already at hand, thete to be seized. Revolution is experienced 
not as a preset 0 endure for of the happiness 


266 k 
this future happiness an, 
ready free even as w 
ght for happiness, no m 
not a Merle 


Let us recall the staged performance of “Stormin 
Petrograd on the thied anniversary of the October Ke 
1920. Tens of thousands of workers, sold 
apples, and preparing the performance in the ve 
eally happened” three years earlier; cheie work was ¢ 
officers, as well as by avant-gard misc 
Malevich to Meyethold. Although this was actin. 
and sailors were playing themselves ~ many of them h 
participated i nts of 1917, but were abe si 

al battles of the Civil War that w 

1 city under siege and sufteri Food sh 
Ibroughout one of the bloodiest and most beutal 
was aeting”:!** and the formalist cheorctictan 

ane kin of elemental king place wher 
ife is being teansformed into the theatrical”. W 
svfamous sell-elebratory First of May parades that w 
ritable bacchanalia of destruction”) bel : 
Winter Palace, they indulge in-an ecstatic orgy of se 
caver the body of the young Pavlik, brutal r 
cies, squabbling over an icon, sacelegiowsly eying. 0 
heretically at the statuar In this: suspense 


inst i we in fact get_a kind of Bataillean “unrestraine 
expendi h jesire 10 deprive the revolution of this excess is 
s ‘i ave a revolution without revolution, It is against this 
ack at we should approach the delicate issue of revolutionar 
viole ich authentic aet of liberation, not just a blind passage d 
di hat get exactly the same seen he Great Cultural 
Revolution in Chi n thousands of Red Gai statically destroy 
ig old histori ments, sinashing old vases, defacing. old paintings, 
told w. tn spit ather, be af) all its horrors, 

A 7 was blocked by Ma 

he hi dy blishing his full 

‘ ne inillion workers who simply touk the official 
jemanding the abolition of the State and even of the Party 

ind the direct conmmunal organization of society. It is significant that 

point that Mao ordered the restoration of order. The 

» noted) parallel berween Mao and Lacan is fully justified here: the 
Ecole Freudicnne de Paris in 1979 was Lacan's "Grea 

Caltural Revoluri hilizing his young followers (who, incidentally 
€ x 1 1968!) in order tw pet rid Of the inner circh 
his “ma f he 4 leader who 
antrolled upheaval, while trying to exert full personal pow 

ot th 

i f plitical terror that 1 locate the gap. whi 
arates Len om Stalinism: an Lenin's time, terror was openly 
nature of the E I the terror it used 

s he symbolic ror changed completely 

rm ne publ , d obscene shadowy sup- 

° sblic-of . ificant that the climax al 

¥6~37) came atter 193, the new constitution was accepted 

c to end the smergency, and proclain 
had gone hack to normal: the suspension of the evil rights of 

re popu kulaks, ex-capitalists ked, the 

anchise w niversal, and so on. The key idea of onstitution 
wa er the seal the Socialist order and the annihila 
: longer society 


peasants). but the people, This does nut mean, how 2 
possibility ot tetror is inscribed into its very core: singe the class 
officially over, and the Soviet Union is cone 

tit the People, those who | presume he # 
ong mere class enemies in a conflict th ial | 


invention of the psychological individual which took p 
Union in the late 1920s and early 1930s, Russ r 
carly 1920s (Futurism, Constructivism) not only zealou 
trialization, i ever endeavoured ne at 

longer the old man of sentimental passions and roots in tradi 
new man who gladly accepts his role as 2 bolt or ser 
orclinared industrial Maching, As sucht f 

orthodoxy", in its overidentifieation with re of the off 
the image of man or woman that we get in Fisenste . 
tivist paintings, and so on, emphasi peainty © \e 
movements, his or her thorough de:psychologization, What 
n the West as the ultimate mghtmare of liberal individu. 
ideological counter the Fordist 
was hailed in Ru liberation: 
Meyerhold vielen proach 
longer emphatic fi Cf 
ruthless bodily training to achieve cold physical discipline 

to perform mnechanized movements.!'* Wh R 
arde artists were dog here was simply drawing t 


jquestron: What ictory? Leshe Kaplan's essay-poem 
with its description of the he ory life, reveals 
overlooked in standard Marxist dep) th 

Kaplan opposes the self-enclosed universe of the factor 
environment of the previous work process: the Factory spa 
pave in which fiction and reality ultimately cow c 
‘ery reality of this space functions as 2 fantasinatie space cu 


his space the full “hackground noise” which 
id context for human individuals: in a factory, as Kaplan 


1 1 deprived of th antial wealth of the texture of real 
In this narrative) memory itself is threatened: workers 
i this also affects their own utopian 
nd epeating the same mechanical ges: 
ures, am, to devise projects of alternative 
ality, V inger nostalgia for a determinate 
att us more “organic” farmers’ lives), but, ay Kaplan py 
picaciow absolute nostalgia” for an empty Otherness wi le 
positive content factory life itself ~ say, the empty corridors of a 
However, is thi { historical memory, of the capacity 10 dream, 
. 1 experience? What if this disintegration of our embed! 
ete Iife-world is (a necessary step towards) the emer 
© of jectivity? What if, in order to emerge av a subject, | have 
. the wealth of my objective being, s this level of 
ive being, Lam nothing but a corporeal machine? This is what was 
rable to and in the official Stalinist id hat Stalinist “socialist 
ually an attempt to reassert “Socialism with a human face 
dit ical individual: in Socialist Realist texts, pamtings and 
ns, individuals are no longer depicted as parts of the ylobal Machine, but 
Against Pure Polities 
cterence ating vi also allows 4 ‘inguish Lenin's 
versal humanity from the recent tendency to introduce moral 
ng into political struggles. When “apolitical” human 
ights. are evoked as. the rationale for a political na military 
ur first, naive reaction cannot fail to be that of spontaneous 
: comfort NATO forces intervene not for any 
fc economic oF stratewie reasons, but simply beca country is 
c he basic human rights of an ethnic group? fs this not the 
ize era ~ tw soe some internationally acknowledged 
ce as a guarantee that all countries will respect a certain minimum of 


Of course, the n 


be asked apropos of every particular intervention on bebalf . 
is thus always: On what criteria did this selection rely? Why Albanians i 
Serbia and not also Palestinians in Isracl, Kurds wm» Turk so on? Whi 
is Cuba boycotted, while a much harsher North Korea ie gets fre 
help to develop “safe” atomic energy capacities? Here, of course, we ente 
the shady world of international capital and its strategic interests. Furth 
more, this purely humanitarian-ethical legitimization of an intervent 
thoroughly de-politicizes it, changing. it tervention sito hurnanita 
jan catastrophe, grounded in purely moral r yn ante 
‘well-defined political struggle. In this way, the reality of a political 
is transformed into a moral struggle between Good and Evi ~ in short, th 
moralization of politics runs. the ris npercepli Zh 
politicization of morals, in which the political opponc ans 
the personification of moral Evil 

Bur is this standard Leftist answer good enough? What n 
hashing of the old Marxist denunciation of a false wWeological uni 
Universal human rights in fact peivilege individual ly dh 
Fiest World countri The problem rehash pat it 
the umique chance of turning human rights themsely 

hegemonic steugele, rather than surrendering. # E 
call the fate of the reterence Fo human rights in i 

of course, at the beginning, they were “in faet™ the rights of 
property-owniers, silently excluding the lower cla men, oth 
and so forth. Their sery universal form, huwe n motion an uns 
pable process of expansion: first women said “W 02", the 
Blacks (in Haiti) said the same, then the workers 

And itis well worth following. the same strategy today. There will a 
be a bitter taste to the tragicomedy of Milosevic’s arrest at the end af March 
200}, and to his extradition to The Hage oth : 
was executed in order to comply with th 

(0 grant Yugoslavia generous financial a . s 
only from a suspicion that the world powers singled rievic a 
elevated him into a persone, FE rests to the 


bal New Ord 


ous reaction of 


1's reluctance to admit Yugoslay 


fester Snel ans Ropertane and! Cen atm 
loayeal Barter wir Beste, he waite fal old ctraaal ioe 

Min, then, comes afr Pvosian and Mei? Thin chive 
sncone who “eal tatters” Ad hore Peery Ringer 

tnd welksubsantiated doe remember de fanious BHC alle at which 

oo lout pola gar, oe vas OSA ee lt et are 
Haman Rights? A od idea — maybe we should tet i out Ts nt th 
May 2001 decision ofthe Us Senate orchestrated by Jesse Helms 0 eect 
he d alance™ sie we the U1 Sepecnber 
secure US cmizens No wonder tha afer [fished reading Christophe 
Hitchens’ The Trad of Henry Kusinger, had a Kind of inverted Martin 
sof the Hague tuna, Milosevt alongside Kissinger | magined 


hese two hardened unscrupulous cynics sitting together at 
breaks in the tnal, sipping whisky and sharing thetr cheap» wisde 
then, should be the message to those in power who referred to hum 
im their arrest of Noriega, in their bombing of frag, 1 
slockade of Cuba, in the pursuing of the Y imi 
Hague tribunal; arrest Kissinger or shut up! 


sighted madness of President Bush's decisis £M 
renege on his clectoral promise to implement the Kyoto. treaty 

‘warming, which secs limits for carbon dioxide emissions? Some of bi 
were fully justified in claiming that this action amount Aw 
betrayal of their responsibility as global citizens: what s 


now to condemn Brazil 


1 dam on the Yellow River? The toral cynicism of this decision li 
istification: presumably, only in this way can we prever 
lectriity and oil prices, which would hit poor people bi 

of “first economy, then ecology” at it was the very "dk 


I is here that liberal-capitalist globalization should be cou 
truly democratic globalization: why not start a big global eam 
kind of internat cological court, aiming: (i the long. teem, 
achieve some kind of legal ch executive authori 

ceiteria For what consti al crime, andl with 

impose at least some kind of agaunst the people and 
responsible? Why not mobilize the full force of the legals 


iscourse, treating (in this case) Bush 


logic Femains on the ma 
simple exception/esternalicy with regal 
clement — pure love, some version of 


NIN'S CHOI 26" 


The way to break out of this impasse is to reformulate the problem in 
jerms of the feminine side of the farmulas of sexuation: there is nothing 
hich 1s simply external ro the system, which is not part of it; at the same 
system is nonvall, at as never able to totalize itself, fully to contain 

ses it generates. This means that the system’s excesses are thor 

mighly and irredeemably ambivalent decidable”, 10 use a more 
ashionable term): th clement which was engendered by the system in 
der to guaran Jostre car nto a threat ~ even the most trivial 
Jollywood melodramas can be “transfunctionalized* into the bearers of 
xplosive ww Nowhere is this more obvious than in the ease 
te as the “opium of the peaple”, as the imaginary 
mc s endure unbearable reality, or it can turn against 


heresies 
The two furmula uation could he condensed into the triad Univer 
Particular/Singular, by ntroducing a split into universality itself — in 
Hegclese: between “abstract” and “concrete” universality, of, in Lacanese 
erween (nor only “AUS are P, but) *S as such and “there is no S. 
5 not P*, First, we have the opposition between universality and its 
ption sample: "Man (as such} isa rational being”, supplemented 
Somme men are not fully rational (and = the racist implication 
perefore nd man}. Or, the more directly politicized version: “A 
irizen of the USA 1s, by definition, tree”, supplemented hy “Some of them 
Jo not deserve ceady and fir for) full freedom.” The crucial insight 
re structural ec of this exception: as Hegel put 
he diff specifica is at the sam he difference herween Remus 
J its species. “Man as such is free” ne are Hot 
Or hs explicit symbolic norms and their 
se Jement: “the Law iy neutral and equal for all” means that there 
1 ten rules which privi ind exclude athersy 
I these ules are the condition for the law to function effectively 
reg I rclations. In Kantian terms, the obscene unwritten rules 
h postt exceptions to the norm (ie, the way we are nor only permitted, 
4 bliged, to violate the ne 1 kind of transcendental schema 
by ined tween the symbolic norm and “real life 
The “emia nterpoint ra this logic at universality and its constitu 
exception is: “There is no man who is not a rational being (or, more 


here is nothing infot man which is outside rationality)” and, for 
of 


but of some abject, some singularity 


har very reason, “Not-all of man ts rational.” The logic here is not tha 


directly gives body to the falsity of “its” universality. This ts the logic Bier thé “Althing was 
igular symptomal element, like the proletariat for Marx: it does n 2 zs A cal te OF political antagonism, then, 
P ent, like perhaps, a guide to Iceland culture provides th 


ioe bis docs eect dy the adversary (attempuing to undermine his symbolic ean 4 
how we should read Hegel's “Everything rational is actual and eve Danes ng not the fundamental 
actual is rational” from his Foreword to the Philosophy of Rig Frame tian poate eet cate i 
nothing actual which &s not rational.") This 1s how proper ¢ occ: puld return to the thesis that one of the basic 
is noc am a since the place of i is originally emp 
struggle"), which, precisely, does not mean that “politics ts everythi 4 inally empty, a | 
but, rather, that the political class struggle is that “path« a Sra einai ire an legitimately / 
feature which affects every element of the social edifice, sum exclusion munication in the feld of polaies, hows ic of ' 
kind of anamorphic distortion Seas tea in mid nh St of poi: howe, we tl 
the site of the annual caucus of (almost) all inhabitants durin reason, wid fill of agouscic competion ter te the eae ne 
see there? A high elif (from which the “law-speaker” proxtai here will always be some “mdivisile remaindas™ al Meee get 
by shouting) separated hy rife valley from the plain to the ea uchisee te niivisible remainder” of those who do not 
crowd gathered). This, then, is the first suqprise: the Keel necessarily ehicolegalscc? | Shi WE have to define this 
hee gathering place the site ofa geological rupture (the divide This means that the k il 
North American and the Eurasian continental plates, which a oo hin the fel of the admissible, of pelitial eaiceet 
they intenuled to indicate how poktics is, in its very notion, the fell of Be rhe otra ot ims bur, rather, the stu 
intractable antagonistic struggle. Interestingly enough, the Alehing. fun Separate the legitima ica lion ee fine veh wll 
when the last assembly was held = again, as if to indicate how modem the exteme (Fast) Right and feomehe ee he excommunication of 
citizens, and thus belying the assertion that the Althing was the first strategy mot be to impose an « n_ Why should the Let 
democratic parliament i the history of humanity. This Thing is aot simply sewah Rigi ena cas Xclusion: does not the 
the mute preset of the Real ~ i spe res 20g with the Right accepting it incanen od elation Of the 
jadgements, When the assembled populat on, the Sapna hs inclusion and the Lett insisting on i 
speakers on top of the cliff informed them b what the Thing had why ms Se he neo Fast Alea nacional nal 
That is the difference between the nd the modern de th Pics into the political struggle proper, 
plication, censuring the extreme Right as ethical 
parliament or national assembly: in the Althing, the Thing coin nac ee : x ethically Evil, as morally 
the big, Other (the symbolic order while im modern democracy, ¢ Bhe politicia marathi, why not openly endorse 
eal he of resorting to direct ethico/egal arguments and mea | 


ares to discredit the enemy2"* of radical Left ne revolutionary process proper, freedom becomes an end in itself, 
herefore be the very oppasite of unprincipled tolerant pluralism . ; ; suspension of the importance of 
inadmissible that is, simply not possible ~ those who utter oF thea Hannah Arendt, for whom, as for Badiow, freedom is opposed 0 the 
fadical Rightist. stance (from Holocaust revisionism to. anri-temunssty r 1 administravion, which do not belong to politics 
serumes “acceptable” in public debates, the Left suffers a defeat ‘ redlomt is the communal political space, 

‘Do we thereby in fact court some kind of dangerous “extremisn”,w precise sense, Badhow's (and Sylvain Lazarus's) plea for the 
is alo one of the standard criticisms of Lenin? Lenin's crnque of “I ppraisal of Lenin 1s more ambiguous than it may appear: what it actually 
ty the Infantile Disorder of Communism” has been more tha ants to is nothing less than an ahandonment of Marx's key insight into 
dover recent decades, when the Left has often succumbed to w the politcal struggle is a spectacle which, in onder to be deciphered, 
temptation, Political “extremism” or “excessive radicalism” should alway to be referred phere of evonomics (*if Marxism had any 


nsite, of a limitation, of a refusal actually to “go mht : tained im the social relations implivtly declared 
‘the Jacobins’ recourse to radical “terror” if not a kind ital naturalized — in liberal disc Ne wana 
hysterical acting-ourt bearing witness to theit inability wo a " Ne Huiliow aied Facet Briar Sex tre’ Lastrtot Woepls 40 Gx Doeeebale 
fundamentals of economic order (private property, et d enin wh pesis that socialist-revolutionary consciousness has to be 
\ same go even for the so-called “excesses” of Poliveal Correctness? | : 7 ing class from outside) breaks with Marx's alleged 
\} they, also, reveal a retceat feom disturbing the real - mons” and asserts the autonomy of the Pohtical, not the Lenin of 
\ of racism and sexism? Perhaps, then, the time has come 0 aise by State cmd Revoburiie, fbr faaelaner eel mE 
problem the classic topos, shared by practically all “postmenlern” Leftist majining (depoliticreed) ways sranizing the economy and the state 
iecording to which political “eotaltarianism now res parat 
predominance of material product ology over the i This “pure politics” af Hadiow, Ranciére and falibar, more Jacobin than 
technological exploitation of nature, is extended als h ; dey derricnt beciiritin ey 
ind subordinated to potiical logic? Is it noe that all political “ter " tic” sphere ¢ eat batt Suda nid teiceition 
the Jacabins to the Maowst Cultural Revolution, presupposes the foreclosure " 1 for the Marxian “critique of political economy": the 
of production prope 1 the terrain of political cont dure of the wniv commodities and capital sn Marx's Capital is 
Take Badiou’s x f Terror an the French Revolute ot just snited empirical sphere, but a kind of socio teanseendental 
Which he quotes the just af the guillotine for I i the matrix which generates the torality of social and political 
bligne n'a pas besoin de savants. [he Republic has d for scientists sti 
se the emp of gouds™, or you focus on the economy, and 


politics is reduced to a theatre of appea , 
which will disappear with the arrival of 
technocratie) society in which, gels pur it 
people” will vanish in the “administration of thing 
The “political” critique of Marxism (the claim that 


to a “formal” expression of some underlying “obje 
process, you lose the openness and contingency const 
J proper) should therefore be supplemented by 1 
economy is, its very form, irreducible to polities 
‘of the economy (of the economy as the determinin 
what French “political post-Marxists” miss when th 
to one of several positive social spheres. In t 
of pure “polities”, radically autor with regar 
economy, State, even Party, is his opposition berw: 
this is where Badiow remains “idealist”. From the mat 
Event emerges “out of nowhere” within a speci 
the space of an Event is the minimal “empty” dist 
the “other” dimension which shines through this 
So, Lenin the ultimate political strategist 
from Lenin the “technocrat” dreaming about the scien 
roduction. The greatness of Lenin is that although 
conceptual apparatis 40 think these two levels te 

f dow an impossible yer necessary 

hy here is another version of the Lacan 

f, for Lacan, there is no sexu i 
‘meta-language” that enables us to grasp the ¢ 
neutral standpoint, although ~ or, rather, bee 
inextricably intertwined, The “political” « 
midst of the economy (recall that the very | 
where the text stops abruptly, tackles the cla 
same time, the domain of the economy serves as th 
decode political struggles. N teu 
relationship Moebia 5 
political spectacle to its economic infrastructure: then 
ery heart of the economy 
Here, Lenin's stance against economism as well a 


crucial today, apropos oF the split attitude rowan 


if you ceduce p 
tive 0 ii 
Joh 

being and F 
stellation of B 
" be sepa 
lacked th 
task.t00 

ho Volurn 
gains pure politic 
we p 


st andon th site of struggle and interven 
the other, the economists, fascinated by the functioning of today's 
nomy, whe preclude an} bility of a political intervention 
Today, more th we should go back to Lenin: yes, the 


the key domain; the battle will be decided there, we have to 
. bal capita but the intervention should be truly 
“ Today fone is “anti-capitalist™, right up 
r 10 eriti nspiracy movies (from Enemy of the 
he villains are the big corporations, with 
nless pursuit of profit, che signifier “anti-capitalism” has lost its 
we should be discussing, rather, is the self-evident 
a capitalism": the trast that the democratic substance 
can break up the couspiracy. This is the hard kernel of 

universe, its true Master Signifier: demo 
” the State: in the democratic electoral provess 
oy is i reduced to a pure numerical 
h al body is pr ody, a structured whole 
nless ab ati wide without a State (in both 
this term: the State as the re-presented unity of the 
we State with its apparatuses), The point is thus not that 
trinsic to the State, sustained by its apparatuses, hut that 
ores this dependency. When Badiow says that the State is 
© 1 regard to the maltitude it represents, this means that 
scly this excess wh ructurally overlooked by democracy’ the 
r hat cratic process can conteol this excess of 
ill hav le the problem of the self-evident reference ¢ 
and dem That is the ultimate Leninist lesson for today 
f Iy in this way, by problematizing democracy — b 
that liberal democ priori, in its very notion (as Hegel 
it), cannot survive without capitalist private property ~ that 
come truly an Did not the disintegration of Com 
in 1999 provide the ultimate confirmation of the most “vulgar 
. the actual economic base of political democracy is 
. he mi production, that Is, capitalism, with 
istinctions? Th fe alter the introduction of political 
new owners, who can be descendants of former owner 
acionalized when the Communists took power, eX 


1 The by 
Iriowe 


apparatchiks, Mafiost 
racy.!"! The ultimate tragi 
private ownership has statte 
urtle fo he fought is therefore tw 
anti-capiealisin without tacklin 


iis. Perhaps the lu 
capitalism without actually pre 
which - as some Leftists. ch 
jequited autonomy and ean seev 
correlative to its apparent opp 
ynamic, always rising. trom 
Dionysos-Phoenix reborn, It 
1 Mary that Mary is really 

Maes was fascinated by the re 
pitalismn which, in its inexor 


ovens... He efitcized © 
not thorough enough, beca 
the ukimate obstacle to capi 
peing outdated, this claim sec 
deadlocks of globalizations it 

pitalisan by worldwi¢ 

possible co imagine Communism 
formation which liberates th 
Mary's fundamental vision w 
munisin) is possible ~ an orde 


ya higher degree, and fall 
increasing spiral of peodue 
destructive economic crises. 
classic De 


W 


el 


sly sts “condition of possibility": if we abolish the obstacle, the 
rinsic contradi capitalism, we do vor ger the fully unbridled drive 
productivity finally delivered of its impediment, we lose precisely this 
fod d verated and simultaneously thwarted by 
take bs cle, the very potential thwarted 
cle diss at would be a possible Lacanian critique 
1M. 1 the ambiguous overlap between surplus-value and 
While this constant » : olutionizing stil holds for high 
s with its total productive mobilization nt” late Real 
Socialis legitimized itself (berween the lines, at least) as a society in which 
cacefulh Jing capitalist competitive stress, This was the 
‘ defence wh late 1 awards, after the fall 
k enthusiast who prophesied during, a visit to the USA, 
c children will he Commu ame clear that Real 
Socialism n nperirive edge m the wae with capitalism, 
f andoning great historical tasks, it provided the security « 
a 6 in benevolent boredom. Today's Ostalgie for defunct 
s msists in such a conservative nostalgia for that sel 
Ik restricted) wa: " Ile anti-capitalist artists. from 
Handk plt Beuys celebeate this aspect of Socialism: the absen 
bilization and frant nodification. Erich Mielke himself 
he GDR secret poli 1 in simple terms the Communist 
i spe with th List logic of self-propelhing excess 
‘ P demand more and more, That’s the way 
r Of cour expected shift tells us something about the 
inal Marxist projeet itself: it reveals the lunitation of 
F Wim Wenders’s Buena Vista Social Club ( a 
clebration of pre-revolutionary Cubs ic of the ta 
ion obliterated for many years t scinating image of the Revolution, 


en i dilapidated streets of Havana, as if time 
: vt decad i his level, however, that we 
kate the paradoxical 2c the film: it depicts the very 

rc mar musical past as part of th 


+ 


made this “apolitical” film a.m 
Ww the “pre-revolutionary” musical past was 
nlutionary Cuba, it undermines the standard perc 

The price for this, of course, is that the image of ( 

of a country where time is at a standstill: nothing 

setivitys there are old cars, empey railway teackss 
and, occasionally, they sing and play music. We 
he Latin American version of the nostalgic in 
space outside history, outside the dynamic of tod 

The paradox (and, perhaps, the final mes A 

the ultimate function of the Revolution: not 10 ace 
put, on the contrary, to carve out a space in whi 


For They Know Not What They Believe 


Capitalisin is not just on 

pital 

nce fashionable (and today forge 

apitalisiy is “the end ot histo 

note thriller Memento (2000) i am 

whe stand today with re 

from the final killing of the allege 

young, man whose wife was raped a 

what has happened since the trauma only for a 

only way tor him to organize his revent expe 

material inscriptions (all the time be rakes P 

scraps of paper, oF even has the erucial ata ta 

he help of these meagre resources, he desperatel 

nd avenge his wite’s death; the ending. is ambiga 

crime, but he himself was the murderer; of ther 

he simply needs this teaumaric point of referen 

I not spl mbrance of the 
historical present which we ate ut 


than realit f en 
isan image roperh 
a ts therefore uch teauinas in oF 
bw In whar precise sense 
oder xvess which was, as it were 
level pe Inte, an 
n condi h 
tion b 
i it buviy 
Jin flashb ellatwon — provol 
: rn furth 
hy exter h ma th i 
is body). W erestimn lism 
: pitalist 
n J available ev 
And peehaps it is onl 
sf past an digitalized tori 


that the present is experienced as a confused 
4 the present stsel! ~ that we cannot historicize. 
quite a proper cognitive mapping with regard 
me elusive trauma (like the Holocaust) whose 
kept in check in previous history, perceived as 
ation, #s elevated in capitalism to the very 
! ilative movement af money hegetting, 
: 11 which the thing can suv 
ween moderate consumption and its exce 
lisa wees (th nption of “useless 
pat i, the elementary form of buying is the act 
ally need”. There is an ecological limit to 
1. for example, that the prospect of rapid 
million wears, would in the present 
. 11 ecological catastrophe, However, we 
stop wn development into 
Hen sae of capitalists highest 
why should itn his with evology? 
ical catastrophe will awaken us from 
capacity 10 turn catasteaphes into blessings in 
xld remain faithful to. Marx's fundamental 
sources, for example ~ but in itself: the 
intrinsic to it — or, as Marx himself put ty 
al aself 
ay, under the global capitalism in its “post 
hat ~ to put it in Hegelian terms ~ really 
the level of its notion: perhaps we should 


iterate Marx's old anti-evolutionist dictum fn hi nw mn 1 LORE WU ffeine, without far, beer without alco: 
gap: a crisis occurs when realit ith the illusory ner "0 genuine critiq © iss What it the problem ot capitalism is not this. 


the idea th ne long term, reality has co catch up 
speculative movement, added acerbicall Tong tet 
dead: actual economic life, howe precisely the endless postpon 
ff this full settling of accounts. So, when Koyin K. " 
\dmirable Dernidean reading of Mai pital, claims th 
ready its own deconstruction, thar it isn longer a stable scll-< 
system disrupted bi . F 
cisely, maintains sel st sell: " a xy 
whose instability is whi 
regard to itself (this, incidental m ust a deconstruc 
rephrasing of Marx's formulations from the Conm 
ultimately arrives at a parely focmat efit it x 
ferential system sustained bs y structural imbalan 
1 (self-differentiation). Ie saniaot rnain i 
mer that systematizes a system. Rather, lke the "mm 
that Nietache once peoposed it tm v 
How, then, is radical anti-eapitalism possible within c 
rh the anti-capitalist struggle as th le between 
trality « al and th " 
the r P 
the messianic promise of justice and democr yme, stro 
Are we not ~ in so F femain within this fra mpelled 
hat the “good” specteality of th anc. prom 
contaminated by the “bad” spectralty of capital ai 
jonist notion of how capitalisn der which i 
own excess, so that itis already ie f lacking any 
jeinpted to add, seductively ~ describes as the in 
sies” of capital with his theory of the class struggle, and of how capital 
Let us take a closer look at Mary's classic description 0 t 
money to capital, with its explicit allusions to the Hi 
packyround. First, there is the simple act of market ex n 
sell n of buy — I sell the pro w f 
another one which is of some use tom S 
omitodities ~ selling in order to bu it a pe 
‘unconnected with circulation, namely, the appropriat r 


ppens with the emergence of capital is 


{-C (Commodity-Money-Commodity 
y into s mmodity in order to 
nore} money’ the key effect of this rev 
. lation of money as ¢aj 
ment. The circulation of capital has 
difference 1 the capitalise 
ing his treasure m a secret hideout, and the 
is p © after exchanye-value, 
Seva eatonal seiser 0 rend 
Wi : h 
: 1 AnOE Ae ist, 
the miser is not pl 
he miser has his moment of triumph in the 
‘0 buld expect — money which 
rt to the “real” value of commodities 
men sse-Jvalue"} become 
ate commodities can n 
h declared that money #4 pu 
, i row th 
s that all commodities, however seurv 
hey may smell, are in faith and in teuth 
Mars resorts to the precise Pauline 
rdly circumersed Jews": Christians do not 
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ment of self-positing, is 
it of the identity of God the 
aception by means of which the 


Yes and no: for Marx, this 
at it in Freudian terms 


erating movement, And 


rowed money " . r combi H forest frames nce a different flavour, and it would 
controlling things ation #5 owne a san wr artificially (the same, of course, goes 
is again borrowing money trom bank pay ult i 4 n easily i ho, on 
private property of ve a x what T want! I want th est fi Iisa 
least in the normal mean he term, snp) ay fixed ns function within 
The paradox of this virtualizatie ah eamatel 1: what such examples reveal is hich pertains to 
that Sectron icalermenitany sics. The t . a . © 18 alwa n what a word actually 
in our eeality is composed of its mass at rest ph f 1" cases t ngnized as “mulivitamin”) and whar its 
the acceleration of its movement; an ele . 1 it to fam f ive enriched with a 
1eF0; its mass consists only of the Surplus Ke rT ns}, The autonomous “symbolic efficiency” is so strony 
its movement, as if we are dealing wit vi : es ge f h are almost uncannily mysterio 
deceptive substance only by magical ig its . Telea . I reacted when first time, I tasted Hi 
Does not today’s virtual capitalist fu n . ish soup'|” Italian ive eream: although | 
i i ; . ever wh Engl ‘ f ¥ 
alue” is zero, he directly of Hid taste 
the fucure k t on was instant an spon Fimmediatel 
icking tasted like 21 
ifkin {this new stage modification “cull 
“Cultural Capitalism” r In “cultural lism”, che relationship herween an abj 
i . ind. the in res HOL represent the 
Thi virtual eapiealban: brouphe rol lusion, cont P ather, th ep im ay a product ~an 
the Master Signifier at its purest. Just am. X . x use it repress image of a healthy 
mpany let u " a oun a h reme when a secondary associa: 
ition (te Indonesian, oF Cen ne i 


food”, and soon, is aleeady a certain cultural expe the experienc 
healthy ecological lifestyle”. T 1c poes for ever ity 
cent TV advertiseme ares 
1 
of ordinary people nc 
the beet off nat 
manipulated ifcial 
Ultimately s turning into an exper Wd 
buy things which enable us t0 experience ou ipa 
Nationhood nd Tam tempted to risk even a step fuet 
A wh 
Benedict Anderson's thesis on nations as “imagined commun 
f nations were “artificial” formati he very ov c 
modern nations (as oppose remo i is) « 
dependent with the rise of capitalism, tha modity produc 
P 
not “nation” the undead spectre of a Community which starts to haun 
after the market economy has killed. thy ie conn 
Nation is an “imagined community” not voly in t Zh 
frase is the mass media, not the direct mutual acquaintance of its membe 
itis “imagined” also in a more radical sense of an “imaginary sup 
to the social reality of disintegration and itre antagonism. N: 
in the National ¢ at to use thy f a 
tengage in our egotistic pursuits ("we are reall 
The ultimae not only comment but, ina 
mote literal way, fei It come i Japan, wh 
can buy from vending machines, alongside ar nid prepack 
by youn Wha 
von, parities guaranteed to have been worn 
innessing today, the defining feature ot “py ca 
irect commodification of our experience itse t we are b 
market are less and less products (material obj i ‘ 
nd more and more life-experiences ~ experiences of vex, eating, commu 
ating, cultural consumption, participating Cf Material ob 
re increasingly there simply to serve as peops for t se, wha 
nereasingly offered for free to seduce us into buying the tru : 
commodity," like the free cellular phones we get if we 
As cultural product ominate the econ 
take on the qualities ney bec platfor 


T ‘ 
logical 
ctl 
Nh 


cultural meat wted out. They lose their material 
1. They become less objects and 


J ~ trom “Buy this DVD player, and get five DVDs for free!” 


© a cable which allows you free access te digitalized movies) 
wu a DVD player for free!” ~ or, to quote Mark Slouka’s 
. nore of the hours of our days are spent in 
ments... life itself is turned into a commodity, Someone 


us; we buy it from them, We become the consumers of our 


the logic of market exchange is brought to a kind of 
H-relanng Wentity: we no longer buy objects, we ultimately buy 
life. Michel Fouca tion of turning one’s Self 
of art thus finds unexpected confirmation: I buy my bodil 
ing. fitness cl enlightenment by enrolling 
jental meditation courses; | buy my public persona by going to 
requented by people with whom I want ro be associated 
uv may appear to be a break with the capitalist market 
could argue chat it brings its logic to it vent climax, 
ial marke omy involves the temporal gap between the 
mimieality and amption: from the seller's point of 
he moment he sells his commodity ~ what happens 
r chaser does with it, the direct consumption of the 
oncern him; in the commodification af experience 
sumption itself is the commadity bought. ‘The 
! his gap, however, i inscribed into the very nominal: 
he modern society and its community, That is to says since the 
us a commodity for its use-value, and since this use-value can 
a into its various components (when I buy a Land Rover, 1 
Jrive myself and other people around, and to signal my 
a cert le associated with the Land Rover), there i 
rep cowards commodifying and selling, these components 
x 4 car instead of buying it, ete). At the end of all this, 
ne solipsistic fact of subjective experience: since the subjective 
‘ I consumption is the ultimate goal of the entire 
s logical ¢ object, and to commodify and f 
perience di instead of interpreting this 
tion ceriences as the result of a shift in che prevailing 
rom the classical bourgeois subject focused on 


i an subjec: : he passes rapidly from an “induste post-industrial” order, 
we sh mnceive of th ir . old} m ownership no longer play 
com ion of ees . le. W bviow sive fact that the market i 
to reformulate complet cM s! First, “cultural ¢ * focus on marketing experiences, n 
mmodity fetishism”, in so 1 ' ples al infrastructure (food, machinery, 
still relies on the notion of the fetish as a ¢ ct whose stable c-}: Secon, ‘ices themselves stil have to be sold, and thus market 
presence obfuscates its social mediati ra m reac ner 1m (in se of copyrights 
ts acim sely when the fetish itself 1s nes, ete. $0, instead af claiming that market and ownership 
uid “ie virtual entity money fet r r we shouk, rather, argue that the er of owne 
Jisappear ~ electronic moni " ne after “real and more the ownership of “immaterial” formulas of exper 
directly embodies its value (gold, silver) and pape fh igh 
it is a “mere sign” with no intrinsic value, ¥ q | h i nat “cul pital” is wot w totality ~ if wo are 
xisten ages when wes a Asp ii its tot have to include both poles: the production of 
ine 0 . le Has “real” material production, What character 
spectral musa thousand di and q st h the production of cultural experi 
material notes I burn, I will still owe you a the t . its (pare ible) material base, between the Spectacle 
inscribed somewhere in virtual di 1 Y i " and its. secret stagir hanisms; far from 
warfare? Kar from heralding t r we WIC U ppeariy roxuction is still here, teanstunctionalized into the 
ywers explosion and collapse in September " a0 production, ny today logical 
wentieth-century warfare, What " ’ Hf (manus it as oppised te 
nys the spectre of ait a I a wral production}. 1 i th 
p which can he anywhere an 1 . aled from ublic eye. The tradit 
reality, nothin plasion « x ¢ ani 's Metro 
r lapse: lite disintege f derground, in dark caves, culminates 
ac warfare, int which our Jer . rer 
/eapon his thor x Ww tu nese Gu nor b 
ation”, when Mary’s famous th t c i West can attord to b lisa 
ing. to awh, in capitalisi bat is solid melts into a ts sily mn 
much more literal meaning than the one N I ay en tthe little Lal n+ (China, Indon 
ie material social reality dominated by the sp i produc jeans to Walkma 
iment of Capital, but this reality itself isp ly “sp What is his tradivion is the equation of labour with crime ~ the 
Protean Self” instead of selt-identical Subj ive fl ar Labour, hard wor indecent criminal activity to be hidden 
ts experiences instead of the stabil i object f , The only place in Hollywood cinema where we see the 
he usual relationship between solid material ob vid : hen the hero of an action film 
aroun progres i u q . the m: ninal’s secret domain and fi 
he only st ictual symbolic obligat ng drugs, constructing 
point that n he spectral asf : When i ond movi 
actualized. Bom takes him on a tour of his illegal factor 


Convincing as it may sound, however, Rifkin as its limicati i J comes to the proud socialist-realist 


though Rith 
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they be the final reveng 
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because wt abfus 
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Perhaps itis the 
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ancing ity s0 th or she remains suspended in the 
hs tend to he based more and more on shorererm 
€ oR aie ie zeto-level, and) the 
cption. This, then, should also be the answer fo 
wustrial society” whose message to workers is that 
their very exist »hsolere, and that all they ean 
snitarian compassion: there is less and less room for 
Ff today’s capital, and we should draw the only 
h oday’s “post-industrial” society needs 
f repr If (20 per cent of the workforce, 
bn ers whe excess, but Capital 
Rifkin 1 also ae he weakness of his 
rc almost tauch the discrepancy 
inst part of his book and the “regression” into 
in the second part, Rifkin's premiss is cultur 
nil exchange objects, we have to share a common 
estan J every material production is ultimately 
pac result, whent et threatens to colonize 
nce between market and culture by revital: 
ural substance... . This solution cannot fail 
Oricatal New Ax bot the need to. 
1 opposite principles his case, of the market 

ral foundation, 
many other analyst Iso pointed our how th 
 plobal caus essive disintegration of societ 
ms of cvil society and politival organization are 
h forms of interaction organized on the market 
rasequenice of this stance is the idea, proposed by 
es, that the pobrical logic of decision-making as 
i nomic one = the true voting in oUF 
ay, when, by buying a product or service, w 
c tors; along the same lin should strive 


wwence of this stance that the state flag . 
q . Kee comprehensive, ..« This will 
‘ommunity, #8 turned into just another comp. < wide production 
neces lear, however, th ket cannot play th b rmethivg in the nature o 
market forms of social li ping mall cannot repla r 
necting, proper: an opinion poll cannot serve as a subse f i 
clectoral engagements paid courses on “spirieu f al radical expres larx’s notion of the gene 
7 fe in a transparent way, of a post-political 
‘eal educational interaction, P 
Jin whi ration of people” is supplanted by the “admin 
Furthermore, does not th f so-called “gated communities : 
lemtial quarters isolated from theie envie pperch ‘ a play agains this quote the tun 
of ghettos - show how the First World and the Third Wor . . eee WN eidiocai tes etre 
he f rial is scribed in this very form. 
imply opposed as distinet political unit re developi " : 
Fukuyama launched bis psewdo-H the and of hy paratuy of social administration did actually be even 
aeeetl tach urther vot th tical vision the very opposite o 
eternity of th verything. is 
opps his nature ry" mean i 
LORS i fe and more "naturalized en 
lowever r pambiguous? What if w ne 
fate", as a blind trollable force. These action 
i al bank with the Wor , 
and symptoms of this threat: despera 1 * for the Gen Y 
ganic” communal life, from conservat . Aristotle's jn fictthe theary. af the detest 
mvore liberal attempts at the re Is tor st i 
P rt Jidn’t yet know about the detect 
control and recourse to violent measures to mainta 
1 les at his disposal, the tragedh 
0. on, These reactions are doom lure pe Lenin act deve the theory of the role 
mere reactions: instead of challengi ket World Wide Web, bust sm W Wahab alka to'hini ke 
smyelves to mere damage limit : Gphnebsveel sis wees le 
p Xt capttalstically mutilates 
Cyberspace Lenin? 
A Cybersy " . ke it even even more democratic, even 
hi Van ed 10 revive the old, 
So where is Lenin in all this? ing to 
7 al-for Marxian dialectics of th retive fore 
after the October Revol i's loss of ere 
; r io hé to claim that, ironieall 
the masses le him to emy the r C h buried Really Existing: Socialism: Socialism, 
‘ly on the authority of the expert f oy . : sie eh Berne, 
PY time when politics will revede into the backgeound, «and en 
ind agronomists will do most of the t hnoceat in 
« ims sintegeation of Socialism in ex 
cnin's ideas about how id setalisae av " me Y a nu atchik inter d by Ljubljana 
ronopoly eapitalisin may sound dangerox a dio in 1988. The Communists. knew they were losing power, s0 
Capitahismy has created an acco mn th they d “ se everyone, When this old cadre was asked 
penal service, €0 : provocative git ‘ s sex life hy the student reporters, he desper 
bana ‘Oa tat _ was in couch with the younger generation; since 


Web, as sive potential for <a 
he ft monopoly. pr tl 
his monopoly through the state apy 
itting-up of the S r 
mpl tiomalize it, making, it fre 
fempted to paraphrase Leni n 
jon + the power of i 
the ponver of the soviers.” (Th 
he only social organization with 
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Th : he worca 
he logic of profit can prevail (consid 
econ nd a 
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hey have bee 
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ither 


RD: LENIN'S CHOI 295 
of private property and the means of produc 

mncans guaranteed — this is where we should take 
paradox of Stalinist society: against capitalism 

¥ principle cyalitarian, without direct 

ware” Stalinism is a classless society articulated 
hical groups (top nomenklatura, technical intelli 
a's Stalinism, the classie Marxist 

isn dlequate to describe its hierarchy 

Union from the late 1920s onwards, the key 


operty, but by direct access to power 
material and cultural conditions of life 
h reeddom of travel, education), And 
f history wall be that, just as Lenin's vision of 
1 be properly read unly retrospectively, from 
Soviet Union provided the first model of a 
society, of the trae “late capitalism” in which 
Jef Hircct access co the (informational, 
al power and control, and to other material 
point will no longer be to own companies, but 
h 1 private jet, to have access to 
» on = privileges which will be acquired not bj 
her (educational, managerial, ete.) mechanisms. 
naching crisis which will hold out the perspectiv 
1 the complete remvention of the politica 
, nd an egalitarian post-propert 
1 the w bourgeois freedom and equality 
7 ast) “formal” freedom and 
al hierarchy can b nied through property, 
2. the danger is that it 
inded in individual qualities, and thus cancelin 
is equality and freedom. In short, in so far as th 
| power will be inclusion invexctusion from the 
nowledge, contr ), we can expect an 
clusion, wp to downnght racism, The firs 
w alliance between polities (government) and 


cians are making such “scientific” proms . dein th cle we", one of the big eatchwords of 
ached through a wider social consensus akeover of power ~ the last thing. we want isthe 
The ultimate problem of genetic engineering lies wor in its unpredict. ‘ lization into just another “site of resistance 
se of moral responsibilty?) but in eh 1 e08 As a result, the key “Leninist™ lesson today is polities without the 
1 good musician, wil it be possible : , yo want jus adequately named “New Social Move 
instilling in a child a sense of discipl f 7 You ution without a revolution!” Today's dilemima is that ther 
the at of a DNA warfan social movements, from feminism through ecology to ant 
ted) that secret army agencics all over th Y . 1 the Universal Singular, they a 
latest tic results to experiment wit i movements” which nsion of universality ~ that is 0 say, the 
ndually emerge, the “naturally bors nd the genet 
ne bs EI 10 bec . 4 Against Post-polities 
level in the social hierarchy: will the *natucals” consi 
ies ay mere tools, not truly free ne mich more p ' rion to the C oft ilosophy of Right", Marx 
evolution “a0 “ particular class 
mode of production, bat a radical rupture it b \ ie in the French Revolution), What then follows is 
being.! Today, we can already discern the signs of aki illusion so sarcastically described by Marx: the day after, the gap 
recall the series of protests usually listed under the name “Seattle. T he Univer be Particular becomes visible agains capitalist 
ten yea " : ‘ 
tnass media, which, from Tine 0 NN, star he society of property) gu actual universality is the 
to warn us about the Mat plating. th This is what Emesno Laclau reiects in of 
cotesters. ‘The peublem now is the strietly Lenin d c he shoct cucuit between the Universal and the 
aetalize the me ions? How d ris ilusors, temporary, a kind of “transcendental paral: 
demand? Otherwise. the momentum will be las, f human nly” the gap of universality as such, irecoverable 
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many pr iou’s terms, the proletariat is not anoth discrepancy hetween progressive econ egration and the politica 

paiticaleccclarts bt socal: structs hind can be osercorse only through a polities which 

aniversal elas, the m g the class constructing 4 higher-level capacity af polineal acting which would by 

What is crucia $ perly tempo lectical tension betw Jeregulated 

he Universal and the Particular, When Mars 7 

of the comipecinised pettiness’ of the boungcoicey ¥ f-1b In short, th need capitalist globalization directly — we need 
pourgeois emancipation, and that for this reason, in Ger a ppkement it with an adequate political globalization (a stronger 


nf every particular emancipation is smancipation, of 1 central political body in Strasbou imposition of pan-European social 
this is t0 see an it the assertion of the universal “normal” par < on, ete.). However, what if nie which gener 
xception: in the “normal” case, partial (false} bourgeois emane €5 8 halization, cannot simply by political 
be followed by universal emancipation through the proletarian + at if such an extension of globalization to the political 
while in Germany, the “normal” order gets mixed up. The project fore Jically to redefine the contours of economic globaliza. 
another, much mare radical way to read it: the very Geeman ex tion itself 
German bourgeoisie’s inability to achieve partial eman, ~ short, Haberm atutude is nothing less than a d 
Reciice e's pOOsabAe wares excerpt d ury ~ he acts as if the twentieth century, in its specific 
The dimension of universality thus emerges : e n . lace: as Ht what happened in it were basically just 
reder that links the 1 of particulars is disrupted. I gent detours, su that the underlying conceptual narrative ~ that of 
there is no “non cach reve i snide tic hberalism, with its indefinite progress ~ ean be told 
an exceptions i rt ate” am 1 ch without the 1: the same lines, in order to characterize the demis 
Revolution oc not able to folld . imes in 1990, Habermas coined the term “catch-up 
Falah: path ot lopment; the nal” En 1 revolutinn™:" the West (Western liberal democracy) has nothing to learn 
fesulted in the “unnatural” divs ul sen the «a . m the E European Communist experience, since in 1990, these 
held socinecomn wer, anid the arist was lete with 1 r r be up with th mene of the Western 
power. And, a to Marx, this Germ th I-democranic regimes. Habermas thereby writes off this experience a 
ulimate revolution in thought (German deatisn . jc ental, denying any fundamental steuctural relationship between 
counterpart of the French Revolution}: precisely becaus da p Western de nd the rise of “totalitarianism” - any notion that 
revolution i yiuptom of the inner tensions of the democratic 
The structural necessi non-contemporancity, f 
is what gets lost in Habermas: the basic pe i r same goes for Habermas's treatment of Fascism: against Adorne 
Js an unfinished projext” is that the pee modernity contained 60 and Horkheime Fascist Fist” as the ineluctable outcome 
facets: the development of “insteume 1s08 : 1 ¢ Enlightenment”, the Fascist regimes are for him a 
manipulation and domination of nature) and gence of intersub ngent detous {¢ ression) which does not affect the basic logic 
«tive communication free of constrain 10, only the first fac nodernization and Enlightenment. The task is thus simply to abolish this 
rect fully deployed, and our task is the pr sdernity r 1 to rethink the Enlightenment project itself. This victory over 
completion by actualizing the potential of the second facet, What, h é itananism™, however, sa Pyrthic one: what Habermas needs here is 
f this discrepancy is structural? What if we P n Hitcheock emember Hitchcock's claim that a film is only as 
nstrumental Reason with communi Reason, imacy « sting. as its main evil char Dismissing the “totalitarian” deadlock 
astrumental Reason is constitutive of modern Reason Laberr 2s a anere contingent detour with a comfortable, but ultimately 
lly: consistent ma the same logic to today’s globalization — his impotent, position of someone wha, unperturbed by the catastrophes 
thesis is that of “plobaliz ant unfinished projec around him, clings se rationality of the universe 
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capitalist domination, whiel ren the q King clas . s hav pen rwice: Napoleon had to lose ewice, and 

shattering their beliet in ~bou democratic institut J it scems that Reerlusconi also had to win the election twice for us 

Slong these lines, even ( for 7 nae . the full consequences of this events the first time can be 

Communist sympathie nade a crucial poit s answe off as a mere acciden ‘sity, while the second demonstrates 
Frangois Furet s census is th fa hundred an deeper necessity 

years of Le nd. pressure So what did i victory provides a depressing lesson. 

ated demands. whie be h horror a hun of morality in politics: the ultimate outcome of the great 

years a need fe sh nol ac th I catharsis ~ the anti mpaign of “clean hands” 

othe & amununest M pact from jecade ago, ruined Christ mocracy, and with it the ideolo, 

thes the crucial anes), al # Christian Democrats and Communists which dominated 

today part of the consensus (ath disinte Welfar Iralian polities ~ # n power, It is something like Rupert 

onsensus): universal franchise; free educat wealtheare an Mu inning British ¢ poli ement run as a business 

care for the elderlys a limitation on child labor c " r ni’s Forza Italia is no longer a political party 

bourgeois democracy” is the result not of liberalism’s intel ume indicates ~ more like a sport ib If, in the good old 

ment, but of the proletarian class steu Socialist counties, sp ince ized (romember the DDR’s 

Iris eeue that, today, it is the radical populist Right which usual ‘orn nt in its top athletes), now, paiities itself is turned into a 

the (stil ling, liberal dem conser adually mak mg 6 \ parallel goes even further: if the Communist 

hitherto exclud 5 (the partial justification of Fasc 0 d industry, Merlusconi is, in a way, privatizing the state 

constrain abstract citizenship on ge 5 ethnse ide 6). Howe tself, For thiy re IN the Le and liberal democrat but 

1 monic mocracy is using thi hacken anger of neo-F ach ath Berlusconi's victory is misplaced 

nst the new Righ o m mi isn Jeterminate political 

x . A. while an the ¢ isconi, there is ultimately norhing lurking 

k ideologi ast the she nce that things 

k d Hi function, that he will do better. In short, Berl post-polities at 

he ultimate polities” in all Western countries is 

f " ial fun ved of its properly political dimension, 

» on inde The true stake of today’s political struggles is: which of the two former 

the old "¢ s aities, the conservati the “moderate Left", will succeed in 

fl ng itself as truly embodying the post-ideological spirit, against the 

what appears ¥ t 1 the old id machine"? If the 

i conservatives, the lesson of the 1990s seemed 10 be 

Berhascom's elector z pitalist societies, Third Way social democracy (oF, even 

he Third Wa s— wh t mmumnism i the ex-Socialist counties) actually 

f Berlusconi's vi I e tatiy it ts totality, against its 

ise it as ext t another ex he tradi a or : anservative” parties, which 

nservative Leftist Ku \d Virilio, whic sent themselves as addressing the entire population, 

the stupidity of the manipulated masses, se oF the a . Iso ery t articular demands of the anti-capitalist strata (say, of 

individual capable of critical 18. This, how n le-class workers threatened by cheap immigeant 


that Germany should import $0,000 Indi : 
aunched the infamous slogan “Kinder staet Inder! i 
Indians!”), This economic constellation explains to a wre 

why Third Way Social Democrats can simultaneously star 


The Third Way dream of the Left was that th 


work out: OK, no 4 " pe capitalism ay th 
own, but at lease we will ve so h 

Welfare State, and build at is toleran 

and ethnic minorities. If the trend announ B 
ists, a much darker prospec ible on the hori 


tolerance, but by a typical post politica pure f 
and Moral Majority concerns (remembs 1 

s tacit support!) If there is a hidden ideological agen 
post-polities”, it is ~ to put it bluntly ~ the disintegration of € 
al post-World War I democratic pact. In revent 

een numerous signs that the post-World War IL anti-Fase 
racking: from “revisionist” historians to the New Righ 
taboos” are disappearin Paradoxically , 
pact refer to the very liberal universalized log st 
xpulsions? What about the Germans evicted from their h 
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